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LONDON, MAY 17, 1873. 
—_————_ 


Ir 1s pirFicuLt, without actually examining the allega- 
tions on the, record in O’ Keefe v. Cullen, to understand 
the effect of the judgments delivered last week by the 
Irish Court of Queen’s Bench. But there can be no 
doubt that questions of the highest importance are 
raised by the case, and it is to be lamented that they 
should be decided upon demurrer, when the attention of 
the Court must necessarily be limited to the statements in 
the pleadings. So far, howéver, as the published reports 
can guide us, two points seems to have been adjudicated 
upon; the first we may call a statutory point depending 
on the true construction of the Irish statutes for the re- 
pression of the Papal power, and the second we may call 
a common law point which must be determined upon 
general principles. 

Our readers are probably aware that the cause of 
action was an alleged defamatory statement published 
by Cardinal Cullen of the plaintiff in the form 
of @ sentence of suspension of him from his office 
of parish priest of Callan. The Cardinal relied 
in defence upon the circumstance that by Papal reseript 
he was empowered to issue the sentence, and that its 
issue was therefore “ privileged” ; and further upon the 
terms of a contract entered into by the plaintiff with his 
ecclesiastical superiors (including the defendant) that no 
action should be brought in a temporal court by the 
plaintiff against those superiors for defamatory matter. 
On the first point the plaintiff has succeeded; for a 
majority of the Court (O’Brien, J., dissentiente) has held 
that the Papal rescript has no authority whatever within 
the United Kingdom; but with regard to the second, the 
majority (Whiteside, C.J., dissentiente) are in favour of 
the defendant. Mr. Justice Barry, with whom Fitz- 
gerald and O’Brien, JJ., concur, considers that there is 
nothing illegal in a contract between members of a par- 
ticular religious community not to resort to a civil tribu- 
nal. Members of the Roman Catholic Church are like 
members of any other dissenting body, and in their case 
as in that of Wesleyans, for example, there can be no 
objection to a contract that in certain cases there shall 
be no appeal to “Caesar.” The lawfulness of such an 
agreement has been discussed before in this country, for 
example in the case of Dr. Warren (See Grindrod’s Law 
of Methodism, 8th ed. p. 371); and although it may be 
quite true that the jurisdiction of the temporal Courts 
cannot be ousted, or in other words that the State must 
be supreme, yet a temporal Court may feel bound to 
give effect to an agreement of the nature indicated, and 
to hold that by contract a man may have debarred himself 
from recovering damages for this or that particular 
grievance. 

It appears, then, that therecent judgment has, upon the 
whole, been favourable to Cardinal Cullen. But itis 
very unlikely that Mr. O’Keefe will rest content with the 
decision of a Court of First Instance. Indeed, by going 
to the expense of trying the issues he has in fact already 





indicated that he intends to take the opinion of . 
Court of Error. 





THB NECESSITY FOR THE APPOINTMENT Of an additional 
Vice-Chancellor, which, as we pointed out some little 
time ago, is clearly indicated by the existing “ block ” in 
the Court of Chancery, is quite as apparent upon a re- 
view of the gradual increase in the business of that Court. 
We publish on another page a table of statistics of 
the business of the Court, compiled from the parlia- 
mentary returns for the nine years preceding Michael- 
mas Term, 1871, being the most recent as yet published. 
The causes set down to be heard have increased in num- 
ber from 1,844 in the year 1863, to 2,275 in 1871, and 
those actually heard have increased in a similar propor- 
tion. ‘The number of appeals and appeal motions added 
together has increased more than 20 per cent. during the 
period, but the number of attendable petitions has 
varied rather in the direction of a decrease. Com- 
paring the number of causes set down in the year 1863 
with those disposed of during the same year, and the 
causes set down in 1871 with those disposed of during 
that year, it would appear that in the former year the re- 
manets would be 205, and in the latter 387—a difference 
of 182 more causes undisposed of. And when we add to 
this the fact that during the last year of the period the 
collective number of days on which the several Courts hay- 
ing jurisdiction in Chancery sat was 48 more than during 
the first year, these figures appear to show almost con- 
clusively that the statement that another Equity Judge 
is required is no mere fiction. Another indication of the 
growing work of the Court is to be found in the amount 
of the fees received. Their sum total was £84,024 in 
1871, as against £54,567 in 1863, while the stock and cash 
carried into and out of Court were respectively 
£17,202,896 and £15,672,509 in 1863, and £19,539,740 
and £17,595,959 in 1871. Furthermore the number of 
orders drawn up by the Registrars of the Court as well 
as of those drawn up by the Chief Clerks to the Judges 
has increased about 50 per cent., and the augmentation 
in the number of summonses issued shows a still higher 
percentage. But, besides all this, the work of the Judges 
has been increased by the number of heavy special 
motions which are continually being brought before 
them, and especially by the adjourned summonses, which 
only figure in the “returns” of the last two years. We 
have ascertained that the special motions in the year 
1872 numbered 1,480, and that there were 335 summonses 
adjourned to be heard in Court. That this latter class 
of business is very much on the increase and occupies a 
large portion of the time of public sitting of each judge 
every practitioner in the Court of Chancery knows. 

From year to year for a long time the list of 
arrears has been getting larger, and still we go on in the 
same old groove, trusting, perhaps, to the chapter of 
accidents to reduce the list, but, in fact, it is found. that 
after a judge has devoted one day a week to petitions and 
short causes, and one or two to the inevitable motions and 
adjourned summonses, and has sat a short time in cham- 
bers, his time for hearing causes is exceedingly limited. 
As for the probability that the present long list of 
causes unheard will shortly be dealt with under the 
existence of the present state of things (setting aside 
for the moment the quasi interregnum at the Rolls) 
another glance at the statistics will show us 
that during the years in question the number of causes 
heard has not in one single instance been equal to the 
number set down. In 1867, when, however, there must 
have beeh comparatively few to come on, it is true all 
but one were disposed of; but in the following year 
more than 200 remained undealt with,and the Court has 
never recovered its command of the business, and cer- 
tainly, so far as can be foreseen, never will do so under 
the present system. 

That there is ample employment for at least one more 
Vice-Chancellor is, therefore, only too apparent, and with 
the growing importance of the business transacted by 
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the Chief Clerks, and by the Judges themselves in 
chambers, it is essential that more time should be given 
by the Judges to that portion of their work than now, 
through the pressure of Court work, can be afforded, 





THE RESULT OF THE RECENT cAsEs decided under the 
126th section of the Bankruptcy Act, 1869, is to place 
the law as to composition resolutions on a very reason- 
able footing. It will be remembered that in Edwards v. 
Coombe (21 W. R. 107, L. R. 7 C. P. 519), and Ex parte 
Hodge, re Hatton (20 W. R. 978, L. R. 7 Ch. 723), 
it was held, that when a resolution is passed under 
that section to accept a composition, the debtor loses 
the benefit of the resolution if he makes default in 
payment at the appointed time, and the unpaid 
creditor may sue him on the original debt. These deci- 
sions have been since followed in the Queen’s Bench in 
the case of Goldney v. Lording (21 W. R. 5438, L. R. 8 
Q. B. 182). But in Slater v. Jones, and Capes v. Bell,, 
lately heard in the Court of Exchequer, it was attempted 
to push this line of reasoning further, and on the 
analogy of the cases decided under the 192nd section 
of the Bankruptcy Act, 1861, and of the “earlier 
cases, like Thimbleby v. Barron (3 M. & W. 210), which 
decided that a covenant not to sue for a limited 


period cannot be pleaded in bar, it was contended | 


that a composition resolution under section 126 of 
the Bankruptcy Act, 1869, is no answer to an action 
brought on the original debt, even while the time 
given for payment of the composition is running. The 


Court, however, refused to admit this argument, and 
‘may be permitted to congratulate ‘the members of the 


held that the resolution might be pleaded in bar. 
There is, no doubt, some difficulty in reconciling this 
decision with Edwards v. Coombe on the one hand, and 
with the strict rule as to the impossibility of suspending 
temporarily a right of action on the other. The rule, 
often expressed as being a rule that a right of action once 
suspended is gone for ever, but which would be more 
accurately stated as a rule that a right of action cannot 
be suspended but can only be destroyed, seems inconsis- 
tent with the notion that the original debt can become, 
for a time, incapable of being sued on, but can afterwards 
be again sued on as in Edwards v. Coombe; and it would 


be very convenient, and would do all that is needed to | 


give full effect to the statute, if it were held that the 
resolution amounts in substance to a binding statutory 
agreement to accept the composition in full satisfaction 
of the original debt, provided it is paid according to the 
terms of the resolution, and that otherwise the debtor will 
pay the full amount of the original debt. 
looked at in this way, the effect would be that on default 
in payment the creditor would have a right to sue, not 
strictly for the original debt, but for the amount of 
the original debt become due upon a new contract. 
This view seems to have been thrown out by Bram- 
well, B., and, as was pointed out by him, would 
have this advantage; that whereas a creditor might, at 
the time when default in payment of the composition is 
made, find his original debt barred by the Statute of 
Limitations, he would on this construction of the trans- 
action have a new right of action vested in him arising 
on the default. This is, perhaps, the more correct view, 
and it is to be hoped that the law may ultimately be 
settled on this basis. There can certainly be no reason or 
justice in allowing the debtor to take advantage of the 
agreement to accept a composition, and then to violate 
the condition as to time, which is in great part the con- 
sideration on which the creditors consent to forego their 
right to be fully paid. All seem to agree that this 
ought not to take place; the only question is, what 
mode of construing the transaction will effect the pur- 
pose best and most in harmony with the existing rules 
of law. 

It may be observed that in the cases recently decided 
the plaintiff sued upon a bill not due at the time of the 
resolution, and was, therefore, at that time, not a com- 
mon law but only a statutory creditor, But this plainly 





If it were | 
| more widely felt than is at present the case. 
| power exists already, and although some addition may be 
| made to the Bye-laws so as to render it more easy of 





makes no difference. Ina case merely at Common Law 
it might make some difference, but a construction of 
the statute must be adopted which will apply equally 
to ali whom it makes creditors. 





From THE circular issued by the Committee of the 
Incorporated Law Society, of which Mr. Finch is chair- 
man, and printed in another column, it will be seen that 
the Council of the Society have adopted, as their own, the 
alterations and amendments proposed by the Committee, 
with reference to ensuring a thorough revision of the bye- 
laws issued by the council, to securing the annual publi- 
cation of the society’s accounts, the occasional holding of 
general meetings in the provinces, the freedom of mem- 
bers to vote for as few or as many candidates as they 
please, and to a qualification for the president and vice- 
president of not less than three years’ experience on the 
Council. 








THE INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 


During the past fortnight the Council have issued to 
the members of the society a print of the notices which 


| have been served upon them of alterations and amend- 
| ments which are intended to be moved when the proposed 


new Bye-laws come under consideration on the 21st 
instant. The list, which appeared in our last number, 


| runs to a very considerable length, forming a pamphlet 


of nine pages, by far the larger part of which is filled 


| with the notice which has been given on behalf of the 


committee of which Mr. Finch is the chairman, and we 


society on the extreme care with which the notices, and 
in particular that given by Mr. Finch, have been pre- 
pared. The numerous verbal alterations of which notice 
has been given fully justify the criticisms which we made 
in our issue of the 26th ult. on the indifferent drafting 
of the Bye-laws as issued by the Council, and we imagine 
that it will be found necessary to adopt the whole of the 


| verbal amendments to which their attention has been 


called. Upon these we do not think it necessary to com- 
ment, but it may be of use to the members of the society 
if we point out the substantial alterations and additions. 

First in order, taking the arrangement of the Bye-laws 
as a guide, comes the Bye-law which was proposed by 
Mr. Longbourne at the recent meeting of Mr. Finch’s 
committee. He wishes the Council to have power to hold 
an occasional general meeting in the provinces, and no 
doubt this would be a stimulus to the country members 
and be a means of making the influence of the society 
But the 


exercise, Mr. Longbourne’s proposal will form a more 
fitting subject for a resolution of the society recom- 
mending the adoption of the course which he advocates 
than for a Bye-law. The object is certainly a good one, 
and we have little doubt that it will meet with general 
support. 

Mr. Kimber proposes to alter Bye-law three so as 
to enable any ten members, instead of twenty as at 
present, to require the Council to call a special general 
meeting. The alteration does not commend itself to our 
judgment, and in a society numbering nearly 3,000 
members we think that even twenty is too few to be 
entrusted with such a power, looking to the incon- 
venience which the frequent occurrence of general meet- 
ings would cause to the officials of the society and to the 
members generally. Certainly the object proposed to 
be attained or the grievance to be remedied must be of 
small importance if twenty members cannot be found to 
join the necessary requisition. The same gentleman 
proposes that notice of the adjournment of any general 
meeting should, instead of being fixed up in the hall 
of the society, as is at present provided, be sent to every 
member, and if this alteration were limited by requiring 
that such notice should only be sent in cases of adjourn- 
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ment for longer than seven days, the amendment would 
be useful. In the case however of a meeting adjourned 
from one day to the next it would obviously be imprac 
ticable. Mr. Kimber has given notice of an alteration in 
the 11th Bye-law, similar in its effect to the second of 
the additions proposed by Mr. Finch’s committee, and 
either, if carried, would have the result of requiring the 
full account of the society’s receipts and disbursements 
to be circuited among all the members of the society 
previous to the annual general meeting, instead of being, 
as at present, left in the secretary’s office for inspection. 
Of the propriety of this alteration, now that the question 
has been raised, there can be no two opinions, and we 
shall not be surprised to find that the Council announce 
at the meeting that they adopt the alteration as their 
own. Mr. Kimber proposes an alteration of the 11th 
sub-section of the 15th Bye-Law, forbidding the pre- 
sident or other chairman, unless he vacate the chair, to 
address the meeting except on points of order. This 
alteration is inconsistent with the usual practice of 
general meetings both of this and most other societies, 
and we think it is convenient that the introductory 
address, specifying the objects for which the meeting has 
been convened, should, as is usually the case, come from 
the chairman rather than from any other member of the 
governing body who would speak with less authority. 

Nextwill come for consideration the alteration proposed 
by Mr. Finch’s committee in the 18th Bye-law, paragraph 
1, sub-section D. As this is drawn by the Council, every 
member will be compelled, whatever his opinions may be, 
to vote for neither more nor fewer candidates than there 
are vacancies, the effect of which regulation would, as was 
pointed out by Mr. Gedge in his speech at the meeting of 
Mr. Finch’s committee, on the 25th ult., be not only to 
require a member to record his vote in favour of a candidate 
of whom he knew nothing, or whom he perhaps distrusted, 
‘put to practically exclude the minority from any represen- 
tation on the governing body. From a circular recently 
issued by Mr. Lewis we observe with satisfaction that his 
committee joins with the committee presided over by Mr. 
Finch in deprecating such a system, and therefore there is 
little doubt that the obnoxious words “ or fewer ’’ will be 
struck out by the meeting, ifthey are not, as we hope 
they will be, previously withdrawn by the Council. 


The first of the two additions proposed by Mr. Finch’s 
committee with regard to the voting on resolutions at 
general meetings will probably come on for consideration 
before, and the second after, the 18th Bye-law has been 
disposed of. The first addition is not likely to give rise 
to much difference of opinion, as it simply embodies the 
existing practice, that except where otherwise provided by 
the Bye-laws, all questions shall be decided by a majority 
of members personally present and voting, and confers on 
the chairman forthe time being in case of equality a 
second or casting vote. -We anticipate more hesitation 
in agreeing to the 5th alteration, the effect of which, if 
adopted, will be to give to country members who are 
unable to be present at any particular general meeting a 
power to vote by voting papers on any resolution submitted 
to that meeting, which, in the opinion of a wajority 
of the members present, or a majority of three-fourths of 
the country members of the Council, including the extra- 
ordinary members now for the first time to be appointed, 
shall be of sufficient importance to justify a special ap- 
peal to those who take out country certificates. On the 
‘one hand this regulation will be found convenient to 
many in the country who have hitherto been prevented 
by distance or engagements from taking much part in the 
‘business of the society ; but on the other hand it will 
diminish the inducement to country members to give 
personal attendance at the general meetings, and will 
‘deprive the society of the advantage of hearing from 
their own lips their views upon any particular subject 
under discussion. Further, it is to be feared that an 


attempt will be made, either now or hereafter, to confer 
the like privilege on members residing in town, on the 
ground that the distance from Chancery-lane and the in- 











convenience of getting there are almost as great as in the 
case of some of the nearer country places, and any such 

alteration, if successful, would be fatal to the life and 

vigour of the society. Considering how much engaged 

most members of the legal profession are, and how diffi- 

cult it is in the middle of the day to secure an hour or 

two for the consideration of business not actually neces- 

sary, we are convinced that the power of voting otherwise 
than in person must be given very sparingly, or the 

interest of general meetings will be wholly taken away. 

Members who are much occupied and do not take great 
interest in the question under discussion will invariably 

exercise their right of voting without personal attend- 

ance, while members who do take an interest in the 

question will abstain from attending at meetings where 
they will have no audience before which to develope 

their views. If, however, the provision be limited strictly 
in the mode proposed by Mr. Finch, we think it probable 
that the society will adopt it as,on the whole, a reason- 
able concession to their country brethren. 

It is difficult to understand upon what principle the 
Council have acted in removing from the Bye-laws the 
requirement that the president and the vice-president of 
the society shall, before their election, have had at least 
three years’ experience as members of the Council; and 
we are glad to see that Mr. Finch’s committee are dis- 
posed to restore this qualification. The president of the 
Law Society is far more than the principal member of 
that society ; heis regarded by the outside public as in 
no small degree a representative of the body of attorneys 
and solicitors, and it is on every account desirable that 
a gentleman occupying that important and quasi-public 
position should have acquired experience and knowledge, 
not only in the practice of his profession, but in the 
conduct of business and negotiations with the heads of 
the legal profession. 

Mr. Charles Ford proposes that the number of extra- 
ordinary members of the Council should not exceed 
seven, instead of ten, as proposed by the Council, and 
authorised by the supplemental charter. We imagine 
that this alteration will not be supported, as both Mr. 
Lewis's and Mr. Finch’s committees seem anxious to in- 
crease in every way the interest of the country members, 
and to give them as much influeuce as possible in the 
business of the society. The bye-law does not require 
that the full number should be elected. It is permis- 
sive only, and the subject is one which may, with pro- 
priety, be left to the discretion of the Council. Mr. 
Charles Ford has also given notice of his intention to 
move a new |Bye-law, providing for a monthly general 
meeting of members of the society not qualified to serve 
as members of the Council. We shall be curious to 
learn the reasons which Mr. Ford will adduce in support 
of this Bye-law, or why a Bye-lawis necessary at all for 
the purpose. ‘There is nothing whatever in the existing 
or proposed Bye-laws to prevent the junior members of 
the society from meeting regularly, as often as they 
please, and for what purposes they think fit; and we do 
not see that sufficient advantage is likely to result to the 
society to justify the holding of such meetings at the 
expense of the society’s funds. 

So far as we have at present gone, we anticipate that 
though there will no doubt be differences of opinion, 
there will beno question likely to cause serious difficulty or 
torequireanactualdivision, butwehavenot yet noticed the 
most important amendment which is to be proposed and 
certainly the one which will cause the longest discussion, 
and of which the result may be uncertain. We refer to 
Mr. Lewis’s proposal that five of the retiring members of 
the Council shall for a period of one year be ineligible for 
re-election. 

The notice standing in Mr. Lewis’s name, although 
printed in the pamphlet which has been circulated, is 
framed on the supposition that the old Bye-laws are to con- 
tinue in force, and we shall probably be not far wrong in 
predicting that it will be withdrawn in favour of that 
given by Mr. Carpenter, whose name has appeared 
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prominently at Mr. Lewis’s meetings, and whose notice 
has doubtless been prepared in concert with him. The 
reasons for and against this alteration, which Mr. Lewis 
admits to be an evil only justified by what he considers 
the magnitude of the abuse against which it is directed, 
have been developed by Mr, Lewis in his published speeches 
and by My. Finch at the meeting the week before last. 
We have not at the end of such an article as this space to 
compare these reasons one against the other. The 
question is one eminently for the decision of the society 
in general meeting, and inasmuch as under the present 
constitution votes can only be given personally, every 
member will have the opportunity, before exercising his 
right to vote, of hearing all thatcan be said on both sides 
by gentlemen who have for a long time given attentive 
consideration to the subject. 

Whatever may be the decision of the society, Mr. 
Lewis is entitled to the credit of having been the 
first to publicly advocate a much needed reform. His 
proposed remedy and the counter movement to which it 
gave rise have not only created a greater amount of 
interest in the revision of the Bye-laws, but have 
practically remedied the abuse of which Mr. Lewis com- 
plained by rendering it impossible that in future the old 
matter-of-course re-election of retiring members of Coun- 
cil can be permitted now. Indeed under the system of 
voting papers about to be introduced, a recurrence to that 
abuse is impossible, unless it be deliberately adopted or 
permitted by the members of the society in general. 

One thing, perhaps, we may be permitted to say in 
conclusion. It is to be hoped in the interests of the so- 
ciety and of the profession that the discussion on neither 
side of the question will degenerate into attacks upon the 
motives and objects of individual members who have 
been active on one side or the other. Both committees are 
no doubt in earnest in endeavouring to do what they 
think most for the interests of thesociety, and each should 
extend to the other the consideration which it claims for 
itself. The close attention which the Bye-laws have re- 
ceived cannot but be productive of much good to the 


Law Society. 








FUSION. 
IV. 

A letter of Mr. Hemming’s in Thursday’s Times has 
done very good service. It for the first time states, with 
some distinctness, the object which the Equity Bar 
have in view. At least Mr. Hemming expressly 
claims authority to explain “what the Equity Bar 
want,” and unless the Equity Bar repudiate his right 
to speak on their behalf, we must suppose that he is 
entitled to doso. Far from wishing, with Mr. Miller, 
to break up the Court of Chancery, and simply to 
distribute its members among the other Courts, the 
Equity Bar wish to retain the Chancery Division, and 
to double the number of its Judges of First Instance. 
“Tf the desired reform (that is to say, the hearing of 
witnesses in open Court) is to be introduced, it will 
require eight Judges of First Instance to dispose of the 
work hitherto dealt with by four.” But “the Equity 
view” further is “that not only should the Equity 
Courts be made strong enough to do their own work 
under the new conditions, which the Bill wili very pro- 
perly impose upon them, but that every Court which is 
to administer Equity ought to be leavened by the pre- 
sence of a due proportion of Judges trained in the 
principles of Equity Jurisprudence.” In other words, 
the Court of Chancery is to be retained, and the number 
of its Judges doubled. And besides, some considerable 


number of Equity Judges—for with characteristic love 
of metaphor, Mr. Hemming uses the vague term 
“leavened’’—are to be appointed to the Court of 
Queen’s Bench, Common Pleas, and Exchequer. How 
many Equity Judges it would take to leaven a Common 
Law Court Mr. Hemming does not say. He does not 
say they ought to be a majority of the Court, or even 
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equa] in numbers to the Common Law Judges. But it is 
plain from the whole tenor of his letter that he thinks 
there ought always to be an Equity Judge or Equity 
Judges at hand to assist their brethren whenever any 
question of Equity arises. We cannot, therefore, we 
think, be far wrong if we assume that he wants a couple 
of Equity Judges or thereabouts added to each Common 
Law Court. And, further, as the Common Law Courts are, 
and, under the Bill as it stands, will be, so far as 
numbers are concerned, fully strong enough for the 
work to be done, and as too many Judges are a manifest 
evil, it seems to follow that a proportionate number of the 
Common Law Judges must be removed. 

As to the first part of this proposal, we can only say 
that we agree in thinking that the Equity Bench will 
have to be increased in numbers. To what extent this 
must be done, and whether Mr. Hemming is right as to 
numbers or not, no one can tell beforehand. We are 
disposed to think that Lord Cairns’ amendment has hit 
about the happy mean for the present moment—that it 
is better to start at first with five Judges, or thereabouts, 
and increase the number hereafter to whatever extent 
experience may show to be necessary. 

As to the other part of the proposal, it is undoubtedly 
of great importance, not only that Common Law men, 
but that the public should “ thoroughly understand what 
it is that Equity men ask for.” Hitherto there has been 
much doubt upon the point, and this doubt has been 
the more natural, seeing that so eminent a member of 
the Equity Baras Mr. Miller, far from thoroughly under- 


standing what they want (if Mr. Hemming be right), 


thought they wanted something as different from it as 
chalk is from cheese. Now, however, all appears tole- 
rably clear. The writer in the Saturday Review, from 
whom we quoted last week, does seem fairly to represent 
the Equity Bar. And that writer having, in 1870, told 
the story of the architect Wilkins, and his spoiling the 
finest site in Europe, because he had to work the old 
pillars of Carlton House into his National Gallery, has, 
after three years’ reflection, deliberately fallen back 
upon the same story, as the finest illustration in Europe 
of what ought to be done, and what ought not to be 
done, in remodelling our Courts. The old pillars can 
mean nothing but Common Law Judges, who are to be 
discarded, that Equity men may become Judges in their 
stead. 

This is a scheme which, we believe, only needs to be 
stated in plain language to be instantly discarded. Itisa 
scheme, which no Chancellor and no Government would 
ever have the madness to propose to Parliament, and no 
Parliament would ever seriously entertain. We have a 
body of Law, a large majority of which is Common Law, 


the rest Equity, that is to say additions to or modification. - 


of Common Law. We have a great mass of judicial 
work to be done, a large majority of which is and will 
be that which Common Law training peculiarly fits a Judge 
to perform. We have a staff'of Judges of large experience 
and tried capacity. And we are asked to dismiss them,. 
or a large number of them, in order to supply their place 
with new untried men, who would have at least as much 
to learn of Common Law as the others of Equity, and whose 
forensic experience will have less fitted them for the work 
to be done. We are for this end to incur a greatly in- 
creased expenditure. And to add to our difficulties, 
we are to call upon the Equity Bar to furnish us at once 
with some eight or ten men fit for the highest judicial 
office. Why neither in the Equity, nor the Common Law, 
nor any other Bar, would. it be possible now or at any 
given time to find such a number of men qualified in 
point of learning, experience, and judicial aptitude for 
such promotion. And why are we to do all this ? Because 
otherwise purely Common Law Courts and Common 
Law Judges will have occasionally, perhaps frequently, 
to interpret some doctrine of Equity which they have 
not previously been called upon to deal with, or to apply 
an equitable remedy they have not been used to handle ; 
because, to take Mr. Hemming’s own illustration, in an 
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action on a bill of exchange an equitable defence 
founded on a constructive trust may arise, and have to 
be dealt with by Common Lawyers. And this is to 
“endanger the very existence of Equity Jurisprudence. !” 

But when was this great discovery made, that a Court 
or Judge cannot be entrusted to administer law wholly or 
partly new? When Sir Cresswell Cresswell, Sir James 
Wilde, and Sir James Hannen were successively appointed 
to the Probate and Divorce Courts, did any one suggest 
that a learned civilian should be associated with them to 
teach them the law of the Ecclesiastical Courts ? When 
Equity Judges have been assigned to hear Bankruptcy 
appeals, involving frequently points of Common Law 
never occurring in Chancery practice, has anybody 
dreamed of raising an objection? When the Winding- 
up Acts and some other statutes brought large branches 
of Commercial Law before Chancery Judges of which 
they had had but little, if any, previous judicial expe- 
rience, did anybody think that Mercantile Law ran any 
intolerable risk ? 

The truth is it happens constantly that Courts and 
Judges have to deal with branches of Law previously not 
very familiar to them. And long experience has shown 
that whether the Judges be Common Law men or Equity, 
provided they be capable and conscientious men, have 
that assistance of Counsel, which in Superior Courts is 
never lacking, and are subject to the control of an effi- 
cient Court of Appeal, they may safely be trusted for 
such work. The question with which Mr. Hemming 
concludes his letter is utterly wide of the mark. He 
asks: “Do they believe [the Common Law men] 
that five Equity Judges could take up the work of the 
Court of Queen’s Bench withont impairing the doctrines 
of the Common Law? ~ If not, why do they imagine 
that the Court of Queen’s Bench, unassisted by Equity 
colleagues, could deal with equitable questions without 
impairing the principles of Equity jurisprudence?” 
Of course, five Equity Judges could not take up the 
work of the Court of Queen’s Bench. And four Common 
Law Judges could not take up the work of the Court of 
Chancery. But Equity Judges can and do every day 
decide questions of pure Common Law arising in the 
course of Chancery proceedings. And Common Law 
Judges could decide questions of Equity arising in the 
course of proceedings before them. 

The truth, however, plainly is, that according to Mr. 
Hemming’s view all such analogies as we have suggested 
would be quite inapplicable. He clearly regards the mat- 
ter in a very different light. The whole tone and style 
of his pamphlet are utterly unlike anything we are 
accustomed to meet with among lawyers. It is much 
more like a theological effusion, say a speech in Con- 
vocation on the Athanasian Creed. It is full of that 
happy mixture of righteous indignation and ardent de- 
votion which in theologians always find vent in a profu- 
sion of vague metaphor. Such phrases as “the spirit of 
Equity,’ “ Equity jurisprudence,” “ Equity traditions,” 
seem with him to have the same soothing effect once 
attributed to the blessed word Mesopotamia. The Com- 
mon Law mind is naturally at enmity with the spirit of 
Equity. Common Lawyers and Common Law Courts 
have been for three hundred years, and still are, banded 
together in an unholy alliance to destroy the heaven- 
sent Equity or hinder it in its holy mission. 

Does ‘anyone think we exaggerate—let him read the 
following passages. 

“Long experience hasshown that the transplanted prin- 
ciples will not readily take root in an alien soil. The prin- 
ciples of the Common Law, and to a still greater degree 
the principles of Equity rest in the traditions of the re- 
spective Courts.” 

“Equity doctrines and Equity authorities lost their 
essence and their force when presented to a Common 
Law Bench.” 

The Bill is denounced as “a scheme for merging Law 
in the larger jurisprudence of Eqnity just so far as the 
sentiment of the Common Law Bench will allow, and no 





farther.” Its provisions are for “ crippling and mutilating 
that branch of English Jurisprudence which alone has 
shown itself capable of vitality and growth during the last 
two or three centuries.” 

“Law and Equity are not merely two rival codes of 
Jurisprudence existing side by side on equal terms. With 
the solitary exception, that, under the influence of one 
great Common Law Judge, the custom of merchants has 
been assimilated by Courts of Law as well as by Courts 
of Equity, the Common Law has been almost destitute of 
growing vitality since the days of Lord Coke. The 
Jurisprudence of every country must grow with the 
needs of growing civilisation, or it soon ceases to adapt 
itself to the wants of men. Our Jurisprudence has 
grown during the last two centuries more vigorously than 
it ever grew before. Each generation has seen whole 
chapters of new law successively created out of chaos, but, 
with trifling exceptions, the growth has been manifested 
exclusively by the gradual development of the principles 
of Equity, which now form the modern supplement of the 
medizeval law which the Common Law Courts administer.” 

“ These principles” [the principles of Equity] “have 
become the sole inheritance of the Court of Chancery, for 
no other reason than that the ancient spirit and traditions 
of the Common Law Courts refused to recognise the 
march of civilizdtion, and to create for themselves, or to 
accept at the hands of a more enlightened series of 
Judges, the new developments of principle which the pro- 
gress of society demanded in the administration of justice. 
The antagonism began in what the Lord Chief Justice 
himself condemns as the unseemly struggle of Lord Coke 
and the Queen’s Bench against the Chancellor's jurisdic- 
tion. It went on to our own times in obedience to the 
same spirit and the same traditions.” 

“The spirit of a Law and the tradition of a Court live 
in the minds of living men, and are guarded by the asso- 
ciations connected with old institutions. You cannot 
transplant them if you would by Act of Parliament.” 

“The spirit of Equity will be wanting in the future as 
it has been wanting in the past. The old repugnance of 
Coke and his‘successors, the old traditions which pre- 
vented Courts of Law from developing Equity for them- 
selves, will sway the Judges in their own despite.” 

‘Old prejudices against Equity are to be preserved by 
‘concessions to sentiment.’ ” 

“The principles of Equity will perish in an uncongenial 
atmosphere.” 

The writ of injunction for restraining proceedings at 
law “ has made nearly all the modern law under which we 
live.” 

“The effect of the distinction (i.e, of the Equity 
Judges being few in number) will, however, be to keep 
the Equity Judges always in a helpless minority, with no 
choice but to submit to the inappropriate and technical 
procedure in favour with Courts of Law, and to sit silent 
and powerless, and see the jurisprudence which they 
understand and reverence, but are no longer to adminis- 
ter, gradually fading away under the influence of alien 
traditions in unsympathetic and uninstructed Courts,” 

It is difficult to say which is most surprising, the 
grossness of Mr. Hemming’s caricature of the Common 
Law and its Courts and Judges, or the slander he implies 
against the object of his idolatry, Equity. 

If there be any one large branch of our Law which 
gives almost unqualified satisfaction to those whose interests 
are most affected, one in which the Law has entirely suc- 
ceeded in adapting itself to the wants of modern society, 
it is that particular branch, which has been the pecu- 
liar, until very lately almost the exclusive, possession 
of the Common Law Courts—Mercantile Law. No 
system of law has ever shown greater or more continuous 
power of growth than the Common Law has in this de- 
partment at least. For to talk as if the formation of a 
Mercantile Law had been a work done once for all by 
Lord Mansfield, is a mistake as palpable, as if we were to 





say that Equity never had any power of growth except 
in the hands of Lord Eldon. From year to year fresh 
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devolopments are taking place in this department. And 
not in this alone. In the matter of libel, all that branch 
of law that protects private character on the one hand, 
and freedom of discussion on the other, has the law 
shown any want of growing power? And we might 
multiply examples to any extent. 

As for the Common Law Judges and their alleged “ pre- 
judices against Equity,’’ the substantial evidence he offers 
us in proof of them is a passage on his title page from the 
Chief Justice’s letter: —“I admit that where Law and 
Equity differ, the principles on which justice is admin- 
istered in Equity are more consonant to rational justice 


than those of the Common Law, and consequently that ‘ 


the Law ought to be adapted to the standard of Equity. 
et I am not sorry to have an opportunity of, as 
it were, placing on record my reasons for thinking that 
the fusion of Law and Equity is a consummation 
devoutly to be wished; and, further, that it must take 
place at the expense of law.” 

And as to Equity—that Equity which we have been 
accustomed to regard as a body of Law wrought out and 
systematised by successive Judges by processes of 
reasoning; applied from day to day by processes of rea- 
soning; addressing itself to the reason, and therefore 
capable of being mastered by the reason—Equity is 
presented to us by Mr. Hemming as a spirit, an essence, 
a tradition living in the minds of living men, depending 
for its existence on associations, and addressing itself to 
the sympathies of men. If there were any truth in this 
picture, which there is not, Equity would assuredly soon 
perish in an uncongenial atmosphere. And any atmos- 
phere would be uncongenial in which clear thinking and 
plain speaking had any place. 

Yet these views are the very basis of Mr. Hemming’s 
whole position. Law, he says, is to be merged in Equity ; 
Equity would perish in an*unsympathetic Court; there- 
fore the merger must be effected by Courts duly “ lea- 
vened.”’ As soon asit is clearly understood that Law 
cannot be merged in Equity, any more than a man’s 
body can be merged in his right leg; that Equity con- 
sists of some large additions to the Common Law, and 
some alterations of it; that Equity is a body of positive 
law capable of being understood by any lawyer; and 
that the Common Law Judges are men already ac- 
quainted with its leading principles, and able, and willing 
to acquire the rest—as soon as this is clearly realised, 
it becomes plain that the danger, of which so much has 
been made, is one that has been incurred many 
times before without protest and without evil result— 
every time, in fact, that any Court or Judge has been 
called upon to administer a new branch of Law. 








New Beycusrs or Tue Inner Tempie.—The Right 
Hon. Geo. Ward Hunt, M.P., Mr. Watkin Williams, Q.C., 
M.P., and Mr. G. K. Richards, counsel to the speaker of the 
House of Commons, were elected to the bench of the Inner 
Temple on Friday evening last.—Standard. 

Lonpon a¥p Mippirsex ARcHoLocicaL Socrery.—A 
general meeting of the Society was held in Lincoln's Inn 
Hall, on Thursday last, Lord Talbot de Mahitude in the 
chair, when a paper on ‘The Hon. Society of Lincoln's 
Inn,” was read by E. W. Brabrook, Esq., F.S.A., barrister, 
and a paper of great value upon “ Lincoln’s Inn and its 
Library,” by W. H. Spilsbury, Esq., the Librarian, also a 
paper upon ‘‘the Inns of Chancery,” by H. O. Coote, Esq., 
FS.A.. The members of the Society afterwards visited 
the Library, Kitchen, Old Hall, and Chapel of Lincoln’s 
ey and then proceeded to the Roll’s Chapel, and to Gray’s 

ni. 


Sma PArtsuEs.—In the course of his speech on Monday 
evening last Mr. Stansfeld mentioned some curious instances 
of small parishes. He said that in the Union of Belford, 
in the County of Northumberland, there was the parish of 
Monk's House, consisting of one acre, three houses, and a 
population of three. In the Union of York there was the 
Parish of Davey Hall, consisting of a quarter of an acre, 
four houses, and a population of 14. In one parish there 
was a population of one—viz., an old woman who kept a 
pig and a donkey. 


BUSINESS OF THE COURT OF CHANCERY. 


The following table, compiled from the parliamentary 
returns, shows the business done in the Court of Chan- 
cery during the nine years preceding Michaelmas Term, 
1871 :— . 
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ArsiTRaTors’ REMUNERATION.—Charles Francis Adams’ 
accounts, as arbitrator for the United States at the general 
tribunal, were closed on Monday last, at Washington, he 
receiving 22,500 dols. in gold for just one year’s service. 
He was allowed the same pay per annum that he received 
as minister to England, with an additional sum of 5,000 





dols. for travelling expenses.—A/bany Law Journal. 
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RECENT DECISIONS. 


EQUITY. 
SonrcrToR MADE A DEFENDANT, AND CosTS PRAYED AGAINST 
Hm. 
Baker v. Loader, V.C.M., 21 W. R. 167. 

Asolicitor, whohas been employed inimproper or fraudu- 
lent transactions, is sometimes made a party to a suit 
arising outof such transactions, in order that the plaintiff 
may obtain discovery from him, and may pray costs against 
him. Asa general rule, a solicitor, made a party for 
these purposes, will not be ordered to pay the costs of 
the suit, unless he has himself been an active sharer in 
the fraud; although, when acquitted of fraud, he may be 
left to pay his own costs, if he acted in the transactions 
impeached without proper prudence and care. In the above 
case asolicitor was employed to draw up deeds, whereby 
an aged woman virtually gave all her property to a person 
in whose house she resided, and reduced herself to entire 
dependence upon him. The solicitor acted for both 
parties in the transaction. In a suit against the donee’s 
executrix the deeds wereset aside as having been obtained 
under undue influence. To this suit the solicitor was made 
a party, and costs were prayed against him. He acted in 
the suit as the solicitor of the principal defendant, the 
executrix ; and in this capacity he strenuously upheld 
the deeds. The Vice-Chancellor acquitted him of all 
mean and improper motives with respect to the prepara- 
tion of the deeds, although he held that he ought never 
to have prepared them, and, in fact, ought to have de- 
clined to undertake the business. In this state of 
things, and if his connection with the matter had 
stopped at the preparation of the deeds, we have little 
doubt thas he would have escaped with payment of his 
own costs only (Harvey v. Mount, 8 Beav. 439). But 
the circumstance that turned the scale against him was 
that, after preparing deeds so improper that no effort 


- ought to huve been made to support them, he had become 


the active instrument in defending them, and that 
moreover with the knowledge that the costs of the suit 
could not be defrayed out of the donee’s estate. Under 
these circumstances the Vice-Chancellor ordered him to 
pay the costs of the suit, if the donee’s estate could not 
pay them. 





APppEAL For Costs. 


Cotterell v. Stratton, L.C. & L.JJ., 21 W. R. 234, L. R. 
8 Ch. 295. 

The case of a mortgagee refused his costs of a re- 
demption suit has long since been held to be within the 
exceptions to the well-known rule that there can be no 
appeal on the question of costs only (Owen v. Griffith, 
1 Ves. 250). The report of Norton v. Cooper (5 De G. 
M. & G. 728) is commonly cited as an additional 
authority for this exception; but on referring to 2 
W. R. 659 it will be found that the appeal covered a 
great deal more than the costs. 

The exception has been put (Morgan & Davey’s Costs 
in Chancery, p. 105) into the class of cases where the 
question involves either a principle or a rule of practice 
to be laid down. In the recent case of Cotterell v. 
Stratton, the Lord Chancellor put it on the ground of 
contract. ‘‘ The contract,” he said, “ between mortgagor 
and mortgagee, as understood in this Court, made the 
mortgage a security not only for principal and interest 
. . . » but also for the costs properly incident to a suit 
for foreclosure or redemption. . « A decree 
therefore, in a redemption suit which disallowed the 
costs of the mortgagee was of right appealable.” 

The Lord Chancellor, in the course of his judgment, 
treated a trustee’s right to costs against his cestui que 
trust as part of the contract between the trustee and the 
author of the trust. This amounts to a pretty plain 
intimation that his Lordship would entertain an appeal 
by a trustee against a disallowance of his costs. As 
respects the latter point it should be observed that 





Taylor v. Dowlen (17 W. R. 779, L. R. 4 Ch. 697) was 
cited to the Lord Chancellor during the arguments. In 
that case Selwyn and Giffard, L.JJ., held that an order 
that trustees should pay the costs of a suit personally 
formed no exception to the general rule that an appeal 
will not be allowed for costs. 





COMMON LAW. 
ATTACHMENT. 
Hunter v. Greensill, Q.B., 21 W. R. 263, L. R. 8 C. P. 24. 


It has been generally understood to be the result of 
the decisions under the attachment clauses of the Com- 
mon Law Procedure Act, 1854, that the remedy which 
they provide applies only to debts in the strict sense, 
that is, sums of money which could be recovered as 
debts by an action at law. Thus, although a judgment 
in an action for unliquidated damages is such a debt, be- 
cause it has in fact liquidated the damages and turned 
them into a debt, which can be sued upon as such, a 
verdict merely for damages in such an action does not 
constitute a debt, and its amount cannot therefore be 
attached in the hands of the defendant (Jones v. Thomp- 
son, 6 W. R. 443, 1 E. B. & E. 63). In the present 
case, however, it was attempted, unsuccessfully, to give a 
very wide operation to the statute. The judgment 
debtor was a bankrupt, whose estate had paid all debts 
in full, and a surplus remained in the hands of the 
official assignee. Beneficially this surplus belonged to 
the bankrupt, but under the Bankruptcy Act, 1849, s. 
197, which governed the bankruptcy in question, the 
surplus was subject to the order of the Court (as it 
is now under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869, s. 52), and was 
to be paid over only by its direction. The right of the 
bankrupt was to apply to have that direction given. 
This surplus fund the judgment creditor sought to 
attach, and the argument in favour of the judgment 
creditor was chiefly based on the case of Ex parte Mar- 
shall Turner (9 W. R. Ch. Dig. 116, 2 D. F. & J. 354). 
It is difficult to follow the reasoning of the Court to the 
effect that the question there was merely as to the 
priority of the charge, for it seems certain that the ques- 
tion of priority was determined upon the ground of the 
attachment order; the order was no doubt made by 
Willes, J., expressly subject to the directions of the 
Court of Chancery, but the order being made the Court 
acted upon it. The circumstances, however, were very 
different from those in the present case, for the sum of 
money there attached was a sum actually due from a 
company in liquidation to the judgment debtor, and on 
which he had in fact claimed under the winding-up. It 
is difficult to see why this was not a debt due to the 
judgment debtor in the strictest sense of the term. 
On the other hand Boyse v. Simpson (8 Ir. Ch. 
523), on which the Court chiefly relied, fell short of the 
case upon the other side; for the sum there sought to be 
attached was a dividend in bankruptcy, as to which the 
Act expressly provided that no action should be brought, 
and which could therefore never by possibility become a 
legal debt. 

It will be convenient to notice that a decision was 
lately come to by the Court of Queen’s Bench in the 
case of In re Frankland (L. R. 8 Q. B. 18), which is 
also an important decision on, the construction of 
1 & 2 Vict. c. 110, s. 18. In that the question was, who 
was a judgment creditor within 17 & 18 Vict. c. 125, s. 
60? A marine board claimed to be such by virtue of an 
order for costs made in their favour upon the discharge 
of a rule nisi, and as such sought to attach a debt due 
from the person who had obtained the rule. The argu- 
ment chiefly relied on by them was that by 1 & 2 Vict. 
c. 110, s. 18, orders for the payment of money or costs 
are to have “ the effect of judgments,” and in support of 
this argument they cited Hartley v. Shemwell (9 W. R. 
520, 1 B. & S. 1), in which that view was certainly acted 
upon. The Court, however, observed that the point was 
not taken there, and gave more weight to the decision of 
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In re Price (17 W. R. 319, L. R. 4 C. P. 155), where it 
was held that a person who had obtained an order of 
Chancery in his favour for the payment of money was 
not a judgment creditor within the Act. ‘That case, 
however, was expressly decided on the ground that the 
debt was due under the order of a Court of Chancery; 
it would consistently with the decision have been possible 
for the Queen’s Bench to have read the Act as appro- 
priating the remedies to the respective courts in which 
the orders were made. They have, however, refused to do 
so. We cannot but regard the decision as a narrow one; 
and we are not the more disposed to regard. it favour- 
ably when we find it based on the distinction that the 
1 & 2 Vict. c. 110, s. 18, says, not that orders are to be 
judgments, but that they are to have the effect of judg- 
ments. It may not be worth while to call a thing by a 
name which does not belong to it (unless one is a codi- 
fier); but when the effects of one form of process are 
statutorily annexed to another, it is not easy to see why 
the effects are not to be allowed to be so annexed, be- 
cause the process is not called by the same name. 








NOTES. 





It appears that the Legislature of the State of Pennsyl- 
vania bas passed a temperance law known as the Local- 
Option Law, and the question whether this law was consti- 
tutional recently came before the Supreme Court of that 
State. The majority of the Court held it to be constitu- 
tional, but the Chief Justice dissented for the following 
among other reasons. (We quote from the Pacifie Law 
Reporter) :—‘‘ Ale is a healthy liquor, and lager beer is a 
favourite beverage, particularly with our large German 
population. On the 4th of July, 1776, every patriot 
drank to the independence of the thirteen States. Shall 
it be that on the 4th of July, 1876, all we can lawfally 
offer to our guests on this great anniversary will be a glass 
of Schuylkill water, seasoned with a lump of Knicker- 
oocker ice?” “Tam astrong believer in temper- 
ance ; for twenty-five years of my life I drank nothing but 
water ; but a dangerous illness made a strong stimulant an 
absolute necessity, and by the advice of my physician, I 
am obliged occasionally to resort to it.” It would seem 
that the Chief Justice understands the word “ constitu- 
tional” in a different sense to that usually ascribed to it by 
lawyers. 





Vice-Chancellor Malins has again been lifting up his 
voice with reference to the business of the Court of Chan- 
cery. On Friday last he stated that he regretted to hear 
the arrears of business in the Court of Chancery had accn- 
mulated to such an extent that the causes standing for 
hearing by next term would amount to nearly 600. It was 
@ very serious state of things, and it seemed impossible for 
the existing staff of the Court to get through the business. 





We learn from the Albany Zaw Journal that rather 
over a year ago Mrs. Myra Bradwell, the editor of the 
Chicago Legal News, made application to be admitted to the 
bar, which application was denied by the Supreme Court 
of Illinois, and the case was taken to the Supreme Court of 
the United States for review, on the ground that the deci. 
sion was in violation of the second section of the fourth 
article of, and the fourteenth amendment to, the Constitu- 
tion. That Court recently announeed its decision affirming 
tke decision of the State Court. Meanwhile, however, 
our contemporary states that the progressive legislation 
of Illinois has made it possible for Mrs. Bradwell or any 
other women in the State, who shall show herself qualified, 
to practise law if she so desires, 





A translation into Italian of Mr. Joshua Williams’ 
admirable Principles of the Law of Keal Property has just 
been published at Florence, under the editorship of 8. 8S. 
Giulio Franco and Giov. Canegallo,advocates. Thereferences 
to cases have been generally omitted, but the references to 
text books have been retained, and occasional notes have 
been added by the translators. 





GENERAL CORRESPONDENCE. 
Fusion. 

Sir,—I am much too sensible how unseemly would be 
any attempt to carry on a controversy with you in your 
own columns to think of replying at lengti to your last 
article on this subject. I trast, however, that in conside- 
ration of the importance of this subject, and simply in 
order that nothing may be omitted from misapprehension, 
you will favour me—for the last time—with a small portion 
of your valuable space. 

I do not quite know in what sense you use the word 
‘administrative’ as applied to the business of the Conrt 
of Chancery. No doubt a very large portion of the busi- 
ness of the Court is administrative, but that is transacted 
almost entirely in Chambers, the only purely administra- 
tive functions of the Judge in Court being, as far as I gee, 
the disposal of unopposed petitions and short causes. 
Some adjourned summonses may also come under this head, 
but not many, for of course the decision of a litigated ques- 
tion, arising in the course of administration, is as purely 
litigious as the trial of any other issue of law or fact. The 
whole of the purely administrative business of the Court 
of Chancery would not, so far as court work is concerned, 
fally occupy one Judge, and, under the proposed system, 
that of any Division might, with great advantage, be con- 
ducted before one selected Judge of that division ; but one, 
or at most two, days a week would be ample time to devote 
to it. 

You seem to me—with all deference—rather to shift 
your ground as to the amount of Nisi Prins work. If in 
that you include the trial of issues of fact before a Judge 
without a jury, that is what Equity Judges are doing every 
day, and for which they are peculiarly fitted by their 
special training ; more especially when we consider that we 
are to have a new procedure for universal use, which, ag 
proposed, does not materially differ from that now prevail- 
ing in Chancery, and that mixed questions of law and fact 
will under that procedure be rather the rule than the 
exception. ; 


Everyone is, I think, agreed that the only problem of * 


importance is how to secure the administration of justice 
while we are educating a race of jadges under the new 
system; but what, [ think, the present Bill does not suffi- 
ciently regard, is the interests of snitors during that 
interval. It would be nosatisfaction to the man who lost his 
remedy because none of the Judges who heard his case knew 
that he was entitled to it, to be told that that was part of 
“the price to be paid for fusion,” and that the Judges were 
“ Jearning the law upon the Bench,” and would be better by 
and bye. Such a suitor might well prefer the present dual 
system, with all its imperfections ; because at least, when 
he got, by the writ of injunction or otherwise, before the 
right Court, he would be reasonably sure of having applied 
the fitting remedy. This it is which, as it seems to me, is 
indispensable : without which we had better have uo attempt 
at fusion at all: and which, as the Equity Bar believe, can 
only be secured by the presence in every court which has 
to decide any contested question of law—i.e., in every 
Divisional Court—of at least one Common Law, and at leass 
one Equity, Judge: so that the Bench might be able to in. 
form itself upon the whole law applicable to the subject, 
without being compelled to rely upon the assistance of coun. 
sel more familiar with the questionsraised than themselves.* 
How many Judges may be required to secure that no Divi- 
sional Court shall sit without one Judge from each branch of 
the existing Judicature I do not care to consider at iength ; 
if attendance on these Courts were made the /irst duty of 
all the Judges, I do not think any increase would be re- 
quisite; but if—as the writer in the Saturday Review 
thinks, and you seem to agree with him—more would be 
required, more should be appointed ; the extra expense 
would be as nothing compared to the practical denial of 
justice all the time the Judges—on both sides—are “ learn. 
ing their new business ” on the bench. 

{ have argued this question as if the interests of Equity 
alone were at stake, because (1st) the law asadministered 





* Since my former letter was written I have been informed 
upon very high authority that the Common Law Judges have 
themselves made a representation very much to this effect, but 
with what result Iam unable to say.—A. E, M. 
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in Chancery covers almost the whole ground occupied by 
Common Law, whereas the converse is far from true ; and 
2ndly, It is admitted by the Lord Chief Justice of Engiand, 
assumed by every one that has taken part in the discussion 
of the question—except in your last article—and proposed 
to be enacted by the Bill itself, that whereever Common 
Law and Equity, as administered at present, come into con- 
flict, Common Law is always to give way. Any violence, 
theref re, which may be done to the principles of Common 
Law by the Equity Judges who may be called upon to ad- 
minister it may perhaps be looked upon as designed ; but 
the apprehended adulteration of Equitable Jurisprudence 
would take place in violation of the avowed intention of 
the framers and supporters of tbe Bill. This consideration, 
I think, fully justifies the use of the metallic metaphor 
te which you object, which, however, is not in any 
manner due to me, but was simply a quotation from the 
debate on the question in the House of Lords. So far, 
however, as any of the distinctive tenets of Common Law 
are intended to survive, it is obvious that the presence of a 
Common Law Judge, when any of these arose in an action 
commenced in the Chancery Division, would be of great 
value and importance for their maintenance. 

Iam quite aware that my proposal is not so advantageous to 
the Equity Bar as that of the Bill: no position could 
be better for them than to be employed—as patent law 
counsel now are—for the purpose of instructing the Judges, 
who are, you say, to ‘‘learn upon the Bench” the law with 
which the Bar will be familiar ; but no arrangement can be 
less conducive to the interests of the suitors than that the 
Bar should be avowedly stronger than the Bench, tending 
as it does directly to augmeut the influence of skilful 
advocacy, as opposed to the merits of the case. 

Avex. Ep, MILuer. 


[With regard to the precise point of difference between 
ourselves and Mr. Miller, namely, whether it is better that 
the existing Equity Judges should form a Division by them- 
selves or be distributed among the various Divisions of the 
Court, Mr. Miller seems to make only one serious objection 
to what we said last week. He seems to agree with us 
that a certain amount of special work, out of that now done 
in the Court of Chancery, must be reserved for a separate 
Judge, and he does not seem to deny that this would be sure 
to be the Equity Judge. And he would admit, we suppose, 
that to whatever extent such special work occupied his time 
he would be debarred from sitting with his colleagues in 
daneo, Mr. Miller may very likely be right in thinking that 
two days a week would be sufficient to get through all the 
Judge’s administrative work in the narrowest sense of the 
term. But there are an enormous number, probably a great 
majority, of the proceedings in Chancery, in which the 
Judge has to exercise a general control over the whole suit, 
and has in the course «f it to decide a vast number of 
questions, some of fact, some of law, som of discretion. In 
all such cases we cannot doubt that wie suit would, on 
grounds of obvious fitness, be conducted before the Equity 
Judge, not before a Common Law Judge, nor partly before 
one and partly before the other. It is true that the more 
important questions of law might very often be reserved 
for a Divisional Court, and this must be taken into account 
in Mr. Miller’s favour. But, on the other hand, questions 
of fact must, for the future, all seem to agree, be tried for 
the most part by evidence taken in open Court, so that such 
trials will take a much longer time thar heretofore. And, 
on the whole, we have little doubt that the special work of 
the Equity Judges would practically fill their time ; that 
they could not always or often sit in the Divisional Courts 
with their brethren, and that therefore the objects Mr. 
Miller wishes to attain would not be secured by his scheme. 

As to what Mr, Miller says about the experience of 
Equity Judges in the trial of mixed questions of law and 
fact, and their consequent peculiar fitness for trying causes 
involving questions of law and questions of fact under 
the new system, we cannot agree with him. We do not 
think that long experience in deciding causes upon affida- 
vits or upon evidence taken elsewhere than ia Court, is 
a better training to fit aman for trying causes, sometimes 
with and sometimes without a jury, by oral evidence of 
witnesses, examined and cross-examined in open Court, 


* I was surprised to see the protest of the Equity Bar, tend- 
ing as it does directly against our individual interest, treated in 
one of your articles as if it were a demand pro interesse nostro, 
for which nothing could be less adapted.— A. E. M. 











than long experience in Nisi Prius trials. If we had to 
commission a judge to find out who was to blame for the 
loss of the Atlantie—a mixed question of law and fact— 
whom should we choose? a Common Law Judge or a Vice- 
Chancellor ? 

Mr. Miller says again that it is admitted by everyone, 
except in our last article, that where Law aud Equity conflict 
Equity must prevail. Where in our last article he found 
thisexception we do not know. It is a point on which we 
entirely agree with him, and have expressed that view over 
and over again. 

We observe with surprise Mr. Miller's last note. We 
have never intended to suggest, we have never supposed. 
and we entirely disbelieve that the Equity Bar have acted 
in this matter from any motive of self-interest.—Ep. S. J.] 
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REVIEWS, 
The Student’s Guide to Criminal Law and Magisterial 

Practice, containing all the Principal Questions and 

Answers in Criminal Law of Former Examinations of 

Articled Clerks, with many others. Second Edition. By 

H. Warrnam Purxiss, Hsq., Solicitor. William Amer. 

1873. 

‘The object of Mr. Purkiss’s work is fally explained in the 
title, and it is only necessary to say with regard to it that 
the answers to the questions appear to be tersely and 
clearly expressed, and that in most cases reference is made 
to the case, statute, or text-book upon which they are 
founded. The chief value of works of this kind appears to 
lie in the means they afford to the student of testing the 
accuracy of the knowledge he has already gained, and for 
this purpose Mr. Purkiss’s book is well adapted. 








COURTS. 


COURT OF BANKRUPTCY. 
(Before Mr. Registrar Sprine Rice, acting as Chief Judge.) 
April 18, 25.—2Zz parte Baumann, re De Lizardi, 

Bills transmitted by a foreign house to L, an English mer- 
chant, for a specifie purpose, come into the hands of L.’s 
trustee after his bankruptey, subject to the equities which would 
have attached to them in L.’s hands, and. the trwstee cannot set 
up any higher title than L. could, 

And although the trustee has a prima facie right to any 
bills coming to the bankrupt, yet on a clearly established 
agresment that they were remitted to the bankrupt for a specifie 
purpose, and not for the genera purposesof his estate, such 
prima facie right is rebutted. 


This was an application on the part of Wm. Baumann 
that the trustee under the liquidation of Joseph Javier de 
Lizardi, merchant, of the city, should be ordered to deliver 
up to him a certain draft for £550, transmitted by Messrs. 
Menet to the debtor, dated the 15th January, 1873, drawn 
by T. W. Roggen upon Messrs. Baring, ninety days after 
sight, and another draft from Messrs. Wolff, Wissner & Co., 
dated 13th January, 1873, drawn by the Deutsch, Belgi 
La Plata Bank upon the Bank of Belgium and Holland, and 
also for a similar direction in regard to remittances which 
should come to the trustee under similar circumstances from 
certain houses specified in the affidavit of the applicant. 

The facts are sufficiently stated in the judgment of the 
Court. 

Winslow, in support of the application.—The rule was 
clearly laid down in Robson’s Bankruptcy Law, 2nd ed., p. 
406, ‘Goods and chattels which are in the possession of the 
bankrupt for a specific purpose will not, as a general rule, 
pass to his trustee. Such property is in fact clothed with 
a species of trust, and subject to the same principles as trust 
property.” The present case came within the principle of 
Ex parte Imbert, 1 De G, & Jo. 152, and was distinguishable 
from Ex parte Waring, 2 Glyn. & J. 404, because here there 
was anexpress contract, which the cestu: que trusts were en- 
titled to enférce. Steele v. Stuart, 14 W. R.Ch. Dig. 28, L. R. 
2 Eq. 84, was a similar case: Burn v. Carvatho, 4 Mylne & 
Cr. 690. In the recent case of Ex parte Smart, re 
Richardson, 21 W. R. 237, the doctrine of Er parte Waring 
was applied. 

J. Linklater, tor the trustee, contra.—The present appli- 
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cation could not be granted. No privity of contract 
existed between the debtor and Baumann & Cv. Lizardi 
accepted, not because he was under any obligation to Bau- 
mann & Co, but because of the arrangement with the foreign 
house, and the contraet was ended so soon as Lizardi had 
accepted for the price of the goods, and Baumann & Co. had 
only Lizardi to look to in the case of any default in the 
foreign houses. Suppose Menet’s remittances had proved 
bad, Lizardi would have been still liable: Bank of Irelan d, 
v. Perry (20 W. R. 300, L. R. 7 Exch. 14); Ex parte Alli. 
anee Bank, 17 W. li. 248, L. BR. 4 Ch. 423; Ex parte the 
Burton Bank, 2 Rose, 162. 
Cur, adv, vult 

April 25th.—Mr. Registrar Spring Rick.—The circum- 
stances under which the drafts in question were remitted 
are set forth in the affidavit of the applicant, and, so far as it 
is necessary to state them, are the following :—The appli- 
cant isa Glasgow merchant, purchasing and shipping goods 
for foreign houses, the names of eight of which, including 
those of Messrs. Menet & Co., and Wolff, Wissner & Co. (to 
whose remittances|this application more especially refers), 
are set forth in the first paragraph of Baumann’s affidavit. 
The mode in which this business was carried on was, that 
on goods being transmitted by Baumann to his foreign 
customers, he was to forward the bills of lading to the 
debtors, with bills drawn upon them for the amount of such 
goods and charges for freight, &c., and that the debtors 
should accept such bills. The foreign firms, on being advised 
of the drawing of such bills, were to make remittances to the 
debtors to arrive shortly before these bills cams to matu- 
rity, to be appropriated to meet such acceptances. There 
was also a provision that on De Lizardi’s first acceptances 
falling due Baumann should provide for them, taking from 
the debtors renewed acceptances for six months. On the 
30th of November Baumann received a letter from Messrs. 
Menet & Co. to this effect : “‘ We received your favours of 
the sixth and 21st September, 1872, and note from the 
former that you have renewed your draft for £525 8s. per 
4/7 September by your bill for £539 17s. per 3/6 March on 
Messrs. Lizardi, and shall take care to remit coverture in 
good time.” On learning that the firm of Lizardi had - 
stopped payment, Messrs. Menet at once telegraphed to 
Baumann to inform him that they had made remittances 
to Lizardi to meet this acceptance, and on the 22nd of 
February a member of the firm then in Switzerland wrote | 
a letter, which it is very material to read, so far as it is 
stated in the affidavit :—“ I received your favours of 6th, 
21st, 22nd of August, 5th, 9th, 18th, and 23rd of October, 
12th November, of last year, and of the 4th and 19th inst., 
and it is principally the contents-of the latter which call 
for an immediate answer. I have observed from the 
Journal of Commerce that Messrs. F. de Lizardi & Co., have 
suspended their payments, and this was the reason that I 
telegraphed you at once on receipt of my mail from Monte 
Video that Lizardi had received remittances from my firm. 
On receipt of your private letter of the 4th inst. I have 
communicated all that was necessary to Monte Video, 
although I considered it superfluous, as we never had any 
other business relations with the bankers you indicated to 





us except that we sent them coverture for your drafts, and 
consequently that we paid your invoices in this way.” 

The said letter is signed by the said ‘‘G. Menet.” 

The following is a translation of telegram referred to in 
the last mentioned letter :— 

“From Menet, February 19th, 1873. 
St. Gallen to Baumann & Co., Glasgow. 

Lizardi has received by last mail remittances for £550. 

Take necessary steps if there is any danger.” 

Since the liquidation proceedings the trustee has re- 
ceived from Messrs. Menet a letter dated Monte Video, 
15th January, stating, ‘‘ Enclosed we beg to hand you Ist 
of Exchange of £550, 90 days on Baring Brothers. Will 
you please collect to our credit against draft of Messrs. 
Baumann due 3/6 March, 1873.” 

On the 5th of March last, Messrs. Baumann were advised 
by Messrs. Wolff & Co., in a letter dated the 30th of 
January, 1873, that they had transmitted on the 10th of 
that month to the debtors £290 against their drafts on the 
debtors then becoming due. The draft referred to was an 





acceptance of the debtors for £283 3s. 6d. due on the 6th | 
March, 1873. | 
On the 17th of February last the trustee received a 





letter addressed to the debtors by Messrs. Wolff & Co., 
enclosing this draft, in which it is stated, ‘‘ We enclose for 
to cover more or less the drafts of Messrs. Baumann 
due the 4th of March, No. 2,977 to 290, ninety days p. 

London, which please place to our credit. In consequence of 
the stoppage of the debtors, both their acceptances for 
£539 17s. and £283 3s. 6d. respectively, were returned and 
paid by the applicant, and he now applies for the delivery 

to him of the bills now in the hands of the trustee, and 
so remitted to the debtors to cover them. I am of opinion 
that in these circumstances the applicant is entitled to 

the order asked for. Where bills transmitted to A. fora 
specific purpose come into the hands of his trustee after 
his bankruptcy they do so subject to the equities which 
would have attached to them in A.'s hands. The trustee 
cannot set up any higher title than A. could, and though 
he has a prima facie right to any bills coming to the bauk- 
rupt, yet, ona clearly established agreement that they 

were remitted to the bankrupt for a specific purpose, and 
not for the general purposes of his estate, such prima 
facie right is rebutted. I think this case is governed 
by the decision of the Lords Justices in Ex parte 
Imbert (ubi sup.). In that case, as in the present, 

the application was made by the holders of the bankrupt’s 
acceptances for the delivery up to them of the proceeds of 
bills alleged to have been remitted specifically to meet 
such acceptances, and the Court being of opinion that there 
was a valid contract between the applicant and the 
remitting firm that remittances should be made to cover 
the bills, and the remittances having been made pursuant 
to sach contract, the trust which attached to the remittances. 
enured for the benefit of the applicant. On similar grounds 
I am of opinion that Mr. Baumann is entitled to the bills 
or the proceeds of the bills remitted by Messrs. Menet & 
Wolff, of course on giving up the acceptances of the debtor’s 
against which they were remitted. Mr. Linklater 
asked that if this order were made it should be a 
part of it that Messrs. Baumann should guarantee the 
trustee against any other acceptances of the debtor’s in 
their hands; but I do not think I can insert any such 
stipulation in the order. Everyone of these transactions 
seems separate and distinct, and in the event of no re- 
mittance being made to cover any one acceptance, Messrs. 
Baumann are entitled to prove against the estate on such 
uncovered acceptance. 

It would save trouble andexpense if the trustee required 
the authority of the Court, were the order made in the 
form of the notice of motion. But I hardly know whether 
the trustee would require such authority, as he will have 
no difficulty in dealing with any subsequent bills remitted 
in a similar way, to cover the bankrupt’s acceptances. 
They fall into the category of property placed in a debtor’s 
hands for a specific purpose, and which is thereby affected 
with a trust, and does not pass to his trastee in bank- 
ruptcy. If it comes to the trustee’s hands, he is bound to 
ajfpropriate it for the purpose for which it was designed. 

Solicitors for the applicant, Young, Jones, Roberts §~ 
Hale. 

Solicitors for the trustee, Linklater, Hackwood & Co. 








PARLIAMENT AND LEGISLATION. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 

May 12.—Land Bilis.—The Lord Chancellor stated that 
he proposed to move the second reading of the Land Titles 
and Transfer Bill and the Real Property Bill on Friday in 
next week. 

May 13.—Railway and Canal Trafic Bill.—This Bil} 
passed through Committee, amendments proposed by the 
Duke of Richmond being inserted on clauses 4, 12 and 25. 

University Tests (Dublin) Bill.—This Bill was read a 
second time. 

May 15.—Vagrant Law Amendment Bill.—The Earl of 
Feversham, in moving the second reading of this Bill, ex- 
plained that its object was to relax the law of 1868 against 
betting and gaming, under which boys of tender age 
had been committed to prison for the comparatively trifling 
offence of playing at “pitch and toss.”—The Duke of 
Richmond opposed the Bill, but the Earl of Morley said 
that complaints had constantly come from the magistrates 
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that they could inflict no punishment but imprisonment. 
The Consequence was, that cases were dismissed which 
ought to be punished. The Bill was read a second time. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 

May 9.—Allowances for Criminal Prosecutions.—In Com- 
mittee on the Civil Service Estimates on the vote for 
criminal prosecutions, Mr. Scourfield complained of the 
vexation eaused by the arbitrary disallowances of prosecu- 
tion expenses, which were continued notwithstanding 
former remonstrances and discussion. Mr. Bruce said the 
Government had, with the assistance of a Commission 
appointed to consider the subject, prepared a Bill, which 
he hoped to introduce very shortly. The Bill would deal 
with all these matters, and would, he trusted, remove the 
objections which had been so strongly urged to the present 
system. 

The Master of the Rolls.—Mr. Hunt asked whether it was 
intended to appoint a new Master of the Rolls.—Mr. Glad- 
stone said he explained a short time ago that as the Judi- 
cature Bill was pending it was expedient, as long as 
arrangements were made for the efficient discharge of the 
duties, to postpone the appointment. The vacancy could 
not, of course, last very long, not, he thought, beyond the 
beginning of the Long Vacation, and there was a full in- 
tention of appointing a new Master. 

The Customs and Inland Revenue Bill was read a third 
time and passed. 

The Matrimonial Causes Acts Amendment Bill was read a 
third time and passed. 

The Metropolitan Commons Supple ental Bill went 
through Committee. 


May 12.—Judicature Bill.—Mr. Bourke inquired when 
the Judicature Bill would be likely to be brought on if it 
were not reached that evening.—Mr. Gladstone thought it 
unlikely that the second reading of the Bill in question 
could be taken during the present month. Due notice 
would, however, be given of the day it would be brought 
on. 

The Privy Seal.—On the vote for salaries and expenses 
of the Privy Seal Office, Mr. Dillwyn, moved that the 
vote be disallowed, but was defeated by a majority of 170. 

The Boundaries of Parishes, Unions and Counties.—Mr. 
Stansfeld moved “that a Select Committee be appointed to 
inquire and report whether the existing areas and boun- 
daries of parishes, unions, and counties may be so altered 
and adjusted as to prevent the inconvenience in matters of 
local administration and taxation which now arises from 
the limited extent or subdivisic= of certain parishes or the 
overlapping of parishes in two or more administrative areas, 
or from parishes and unions being situated in more than one 
county, with power to recommend whether any, and, if so, 
what measures should be taken to giveeffect to their report.” 
—Mr. Samuelson moved the insertion after the word 
“ parishes’ of the word “municipal,” so that the Committee 
might be empowered to consider the area of municipal 
boroughs. The amendment was ultimately withdrawn and 
the motion agreed to. 

The Superannuation Act Amendment Bill (as amended ) 
was considered. 

The Metropolitan Commons Supplemental Bill was read 
the third time and passed. 

The County Authorities (Loans) Bill passed through com- 
mittee. 

The Law Agents (Scotland) Bill was read a second time. 

Conveyancing (Scotland) Bill—In Committee on this 
Bill, the three first clauses were agreed to. 

The Railways Provisional Certificate Bill was read a 
third time and passed. 

Criminal Law Amendment Act, 1871.—Mr. Mundella 
brought in a Bill to repeal this Act. 


May 13.—The Licensing Act, 1872.—Mr. Vernon 
Harcourt asked the Secretary of State for the Home De- 
partment whether it was the fact that at the next Licensing 
Sessions all existing beerhouses which were not or could 
not be brought up to the new standard of value prescribed 
in the 46th and 47th sections of the Licensing Act, 1872, 
would be absolutely deprived of their licences, without any 
default or misconduct on the part of their owners and 
tenants ; and, if so, whether he would introduce a Bill this 
session to prevent the loss of property to persons who had 





invested their money on the faith of the law with respect 
to valuation as it existed upon the passing of that Act.— 
Mr. Bruce was understood to say that the standard of value 
referred to by the hon. and learned gentleman as being new 
was simply that prescribed by provisions of old Acts, which, 
without being repealed, had been scandalously evaded. 
What changes had been made were in some respects 
favourable to the publicans. He had at present no inten- 
tion of introducing such a Bill as that referred to by the 
hon. and learned gentleman. 

Emanuel Hospital.—Mr. Crawford moved an address 
praying her Majesty that she will withhold her assent from 
the scheme of the Endowed Schools Commissioners for the 
management of Emanuel Hospital, in the parish of St. 
Margaret, in the city of Westminster. After a long debate 
the motion was negatived by a majority of 48, the numbers 
being 286 to 238. A similar resolution with reference to 
the Barking Charity Schools was withdrawn. 

Merchant Shipping Acts Amendment.—Mr. Chichester 
Fortescue obtained leave to bring in a Bill to amend the 
Merchant Shipping Acts, and explained that the object of 
the Bill was to strengthen the power and increase the 
responsibility of the Board of Trade in exercising the 
functions conferred on them by the Act of 1871 for the 
purpose of preventing unseaworthy ships from proceeding 
to sea. The measure also related to collisions at sea, the 
improvement of signals of distress, and other matters. 

The Crown Lands Bill was read a third time and passed. 

The Superannuation dct Amendment Bill was also read 
a third time and passed. 


May 14.— Occasional Sermons Bi/l.—Mr. Cowper-Temple, 
in moving the second reading of this Bill, said that the 
particular restriction which the Bill was intended to re- 
move was that which prevented persons other than 
ministers of the Church from preaching occasional sermons 
on special occasions, without taking any part in the stated 
ministry of the Church.—Mr. Collins, seconded by Mr. J. 
Lewis, moved that the Bill be read a second time that day 
six months.—Mr. T. Hughes supported the Bill.—Mr. Glad- 
stone, on the other hand, maintained that, although the 
Established Church in a country ought not to be held te be 
entirely beyond the scope of legislation, yet that it is wise 
for an assembly like the House of Commons to restrain its 
intervention with it to matters within the limits of strict 
necessity. When important changes affecting the doctrine 
and discipline and property of the Church have been made 
the initiative had always been taken by the Crown. Ona 
division the second reading of the Bill was negatived by a 
majority of 146. 

Infanticide Law Amendment Bill.i—Mr Charley, in 
moving the second reading of this Bill, said its object was 
to provide a remedy against the increasing crime of in- 
fanticide by creating a new offence midway between 
murder and manslaughter on the one hand, and conceal- 
ment of birth on the other. He proposed to make it an 
offence punishable by penal servitude or imprisonment, at 
the discretion of the Court, to inflict malicious injuries 
upon an infant at its birth or seven days afterwards.—Mr. 
Bruce said that the whole subject of the law of murder must 
be before the House before a proper decision could be 
come to; and for this reason he asked the hon. and learned 
gentleman to withdraw the Bill and leave the subject in 
the hands of the Government.—Mr. Holker supported the 
bill.—Mr. Hardy recommended Mr. Charley to withdraw 
the Bill, but ultimately the Bill was read a second time on 
the understanding that it would be subsequently with- 
drawn. . 

Shipping Survey, &c., Bill—Mr. Plimsoll, in moving the 
second reading of this Bill, said that the principle he- 
had in view was that ships needing repairs should not be 
allowed to go to sea until they had been repaired, nor 
should ships be overloaded to a degree that would en- 
danger their safety. He should not propose to proceed with 
the Committee until the end of June, and he would post- 
pone the operation of the Act, should it become one, until 
the first of November. Ships built within the last four or 
five years, and, therefore, presumably seaworthy, might be 
exempted from the operation of the Act until they were five 
years old.—Mr. E. Smith moved that it is undesirable to 
legislate until the Royal Commission has reported. The 
debate stood adjourned. 
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The Municipal Corporations Evidence Bi/l was read a 
second time. 

May 15.—Judicature Bill.—In reply to Mr. Walpole, Mr. 
Gladstone said he hoped that the second reading of the 
Judicature Bill might be taken before Whitsuntide, pro- 
bably on the Monday previous. 

Mr. O' Keeffe’s Case.—The Marquis of Hartington moved 
for a Select Committee to inquire into the O’Keeffe case. 
He went over the facts relating to the proceedings taken 
by the Irish National Board of Education with reference 
to the Callan schools. Referring to the motion made by 
Mr. Bouverie last year, he stated that thirteen members of 
the Board had sent a memorial praying for an inquiry, 
and he said that the refusal of the inquiry, and the adop- 
tion of Mr. Bouverie’s amendment might lead to the dis- 
ruption of the Board, and perhaps even to the destruc- 
tion of the national system of education.—Mr. Bouverie 
moved, as an amendment, that this House having partly 
already before it, and having partly ordered to be laid 
before it, copies of all minutes and proceedings, and of all 
correspondence of the Board of National Education in Ire- 
land relating to the schools at Callan, or to the Rev. 
Robert O'Keeffe, doth pass to the orders of the day. He 
maintained that the House had before it all the facts ne- 
cessary to form a judgment in the matter.—Mr. Cardwell 
urged that it was unfairto discuss the case until the Com- 
missioners had been heard.—On a division, the motion for 
the appointment of a Committee was carried by a majority 
of 28—159 to 131. 

Juries Bill.—In Committee on this Bill, upon clause 1, 
an amendment, moved by Mr. Monk, to reduce the free- 
hold qualification from £15, as it stood in the Bill, to £12, 
was lost by a majority of 53.—Anothcr amendment, moved 
by Mr.Muntz, to reduce the qualification of jurymen from 
a rating of £40 to one of £80, was also lost by a majority 
of 5—An amendment, proposed by Mr. Young, in page 1, 
line 3, to substitute 20 for 25, was agreed to.—Clauses 2 
to4, inclusive, were agreed to, and progress was reported. 

The County Authorities (Loans) Bill passed through 
Committee. 








APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. Samvet Hapriexp, of Manchester, in the county of 
Lancaster, and of Altrincham and Bowdon, in the county 
of Chester, has been appointed a Commissioner to ad- 
minister oaths in the Irish High Court of Chancery, and 
also a Commissioner for taking affidavits in the Irish 
Superior Courts of Queen’s Bench, Common Pleas, and 
Exchequer of Pleas, in and for the said counties of Lan. 
caster and Chester. 

Mr. Wittram Caartes Trevor, of Gisborough, Yorkshire, 
Deputy Clerk of the Peace of the North Riding of York- 
shire, has been appointed a Commissioner to administer 
Oaths in Chancery in England. 











SOCIETIES AND INSTITUTIONS. 


INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 

The following circular has been issued by the Committee 
of which Mr. Finch is the chairman :— 

Dear Sir,—We are desired by the Executive Sub-com- 
mittee to remind you of the general meeting of the society 
which is to be held at the Hall of the Law Institution, on 
Wednesday, the 21st instant, at 2 p.m., for the considera- 
tion of the new Bye-laws which have been proposed by 
the Council. 

The proceedings at the recent meeting of the committee 
having been reported in the Solicitors’ Journal of the 26th 
ultimo and the Law Times of the 3rd instant, the Sub-com- 
mittee have not thought it necessary to incur the expense 
of printing and circulating any separate report; they refer 
members of the committee and of the society generally to 
those newspapers. , 

In consequence of the resolutions passed at that meeting, 
the Sub-committee, through their chairman and secretary, 
gave the necessary notice embodying the alterations and 
amendments required to bring the new Bye-laws into har- 
mony with the views of the committee. This notice has 








with other notices been within the last few days issued by 
the Council to the members of the society. 

With the object of saving time and discussion at the en- 
suing general meeting, the Sub-committee solicited and 
obtained a conference with the Council upon the alterations 
and amendments of which they had given notice, and they 
are enabled to state that as the result of that conference 
the Couucil adopted as their own the whole of the proposed 
alterations and amendments except those numbered V. and 
VIL. 
The Committee may therefore congratulate the society 
that their efforts have been successful in procuring the 
adoption of voting-papers as the mode of deciding con- 
tested elections, im ensuring a thorough revision of the Bye- 
laws issued by the Council, and in introducing provisions 
which will secure the annual publication of the society’s 
accounts—the occasional holding of general meetings in 
the provinces—the freedom of members to vote for as few 
or as many candidates as they please, and a qualification 
for the President and Vice-President of not less than three 
years’ experience on the Council. 

The Committee will submit to the society at the ensuing 
general meeting resolutions embodying the two proposi- 
tions which the Council have not been able to accept. 
Copies of these resolutions are annexed to this ciroular. 

The main question, however, to which the Committee 
desire to draw your attention is that raised by Mr. Lewis’s 
Committee, who propose that in every year a certain 
number of the retiring members of Couucil shall be in- 
eligible for immediate re-election. The Committee will 
give to this proposition their determined opposition feeling 
convinced that in order to ensure at all times the highest 
efficiency and experience in members of the Council, no 
retiring member thereof should for any period be disquali- 
fied for re-election ; that the alteration which Mr. Lewis 
advocates would be injurious to the true interests of the 
society; and that under the altered mode of election 
provided by the new Bye-laws, it has become unnecessary 
for the purpose of attaining the object at which it is aimed. 

It is probable that Mr. Carpertter’s resolution, which is 
the only one upon which a division is important, will be 
taken first ; and as votes can only be recorded personally, 
your attendance at the commencement ofthe meeting and 
up to the division is earnestly requested. The subject is 
one which cannot but have a very serious bearing on the 
future government of the society; and the committee 
desire that the decision upon it should be arrived at after 
full discussion, and by a numerously attended meeting —We 
are, dear Sir, yours very truly, 

Artuur E. Fyncn, Chairman. 
Bens. G. Lax, Hon. Secretary. 
Copy or RESOLUTIONS. 

V.—After Bye-law 17, insert as a new Bye-law— 

Any member taking out a country certificate, and not 
present at any general meeting, shall have such qualified 
right to vote as hereinafter mentioned, namely :— 

1. If at such meeting a majority of members present, or 
a majority of three-fourths of those members of the Council 
who take out country certificates and of the extraordinary 
members of the Council as defined by the supplemental 
charter, shall determine that any motion which has been 
submitted at such meeting is of sufficienc importance to 
require that the opinion of the members taking out country 
certificates and not then present, should be ascertained and 
recorded, such meetings shall, at the conclusion of the 
other business, stand adjourned for that purpose to @ 
day not being earlier than twenty-one days, nor later than 
twenty-eight days, from the date of such meeting. 

2. With all convenient speed, and not later than ten 
days after the adjournment, the secretary shall forward a 
voting-paper to every member taking out a country certifi- 
cate and not having been present at the meeting. The 
voting-paper shall be in such form as the Council shall 
direct, and shall contain the following particulars :— 

(a) The words of the motion submitted to the meeting. 

(2) The day on or previous to which the voting-paper 
must be returned. 

(ce) A notice that the vote must be confined to an 
affirmative or negative of the motion, and that if the voting- 
paper be returned unsigned or pot attested as hereinafter 
prescribed, or after the prescribed date, or with any addi- 
tion to the vote, it will be void. 
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(d) The printed name and address of the secretary for the 
return of the voting-paper. 

(¢) The name and address of the member for whom the 
= is intended. 

3. The member to whom a voting-paper is sent may 
sign the same in the presence of any other member of this 
Society, and shall obtain the person in whose presence the 
same is signed to attest the signature. 

4, The voting-paper, when so signed and attested, shall 
be delivered or returned by post prepaid to the secretary, 
four clear days before that fixed for the adjourned meeting, 
and the votes so given shall be recorded on the minutes, 
and have the same effect as if they had been personally 
given at the meeting. 

VII.—After Bye-law 55, insert as a new Bye-law— 

A member of any other Law Society established in any 
place of the United Kingdom (except the Metropolis) for 
like or kindred purposes shall be eligible for admission 
us a member of this Society, upon payment of such reduced 
‘admission fee and annual subscription as the Council may 
think reasonable. 





IRISH BARRISTERS’ BENEVOLENT ASSOCIATION. 

A numerously-attended meeting ofthe Bar was held on 
Saturday week last, to consider the advisability of establishing 
a Barristers’ Benevolent Association for Ireland similar to 
that existing in England, the Solicitor-General in the chair. 

James Murphy, Esq., QC., proposed, and J. 8. Green, 
Erq., Q.C., seconded :—‘‘ That this meeting is of opinion 
that an association, to be called ‘The Barristers’ Benevolent 
Association,’ should be formed for the purpose of affording 
assistance and relief to necessitous and deserving barristers, 
and to the widows and children of the same.” 

John O’ Hagan, Esq., Q.C., proposed, and J. W. Carleton, 
Esq., Q.C., seconded :—‘“ That, for the purpose of forming 
such an association, a committee be appointed to prepose 
and settle rules and regulations for the management of the 
said association, open lists for and receive donations and 
subscriptions and do all other acts necessary or expedient 
for the formation of the said association.” 

The following gentlemen were appointed as such 
committee,with power to add to their number:—H. P. 
Jellett, Eeq., Q.C., J. F. Elrington, Esq., Q.C., J. P. Green, 
Esq., Q.C., EF. Gibson, Esq., Q.C., R. P. Carton, Esq., and 
D. H. Madden, Esq. 

Edward Gibson, Esq., Q C., proposed, and J. C. Coffey, 
Esq., Q.C., seconded :—'* That R. R. Kane, Esq., Q.C., 
be appointed honorary secretary to the association.” 

R. P. Carton, Esq., proposed, and J. T. Bewley, Esq., 
seconded :—“ That a meeting of the Bar be held on a day 
to be fixed by the committee, of which notice is to be given, 
at which the rules and regulations proposed and settled by 
the commitiee,and also the report of the committee, with 
the names of the donors and subscribers, shal] be presented 
and considered.” 

Mr. Sergeant Armstrong proposed, and Edward Gibson, 
Esq., QC., seconded :—‘‘ That the cordial thanks of the 
meeting be given to the Solicitor-General for his kindness in 
— over the meeting, and his dignified conduct in the 
chair.” 

The proceedings then terminated. 








LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 


EXAMINATIONS AT THE INCORPORATED LAW 
SOCIETY. 


Easter Term, 1873. 
Finan EXaMinaTIon. 

At the examination of candidates for admission on the 
Roll of Attorneys and Solicitors of the Superior Courts, the 
examiners recommended the following gentlemen, under 
the age of 26, as being entitled to honorary distinction :— 

William Blyth, who served his clerkship to Mr. Abel 
Tillett, of Norwich ; and Mr, William Hawthorne Lydall, 
of London. 

Richard Alfred Pinsent, who served his clerkship to Messrs. 
James & Oecrton, of Birmingham; and Messrs, Church and 
Clark, of London, 

John Long, who served his clerkship to Mr. James 
Bretherton, of Gloucester ; and Messrs. G. L. P. Eyre & Co., 
of London. 


Charles Edward Hatten, who served his clerkship to Mr. 
George Edward Sharland, of Gravesend. 

The Council of the Incorporated Law Society have 
accordingly awarded the following prizes of books :— 

To Mr. Blyth, the prize of the Honourable Society of Clif- 
ford’s-inn. 

To Mr. Pinsent, Mr. Long, and Mr, Hatten, prizes of the 
Incorporated Law Society. 

The examiners also certify that the following candidates, 
under the age of 26, whoge names are placed in alphabetical 
in passed examinations which entitle them to commenda- 

on :— 

William Brown, who served his clerkship to Messrs. 
Dodds & Trotter, of Stockton-on-Tees ; and Mr. Octavius 
Leefe, of London. 

William Fry, who served his clerkship to Messrs. Newman 
& Lyon, of Yeovil; and Messrs. Gregory, Roweliffe, 
Rowcliffe & Rawle, of London. 

Frederick Yorke Smith, B.A., who served his clerkship to 
Messrs. Nicholson & Herbert, of 23, Spring Gardens. 

Bn Council have accordingly awarded them certificates 
of merit. 

The examinérs have further announced to the followin 
candidates that their answers to the questions at the exam 
nation were highly satisfactory, and would have entitled 
them to honorary distinction if they had not been above 


the age of 26:—William Lymington Williams, Samuel 


Wright. 


The number of candidates examined in this term was 105; 
of these, 71 passed, and 34 were postponed. 





LIST OF GENTLEMEN WHO HAVE PASSED THE 
FINAL EXAMINATION, EASTER TERM, 1873. 


Aitkens, Francis Wm. 

Baker, James 

Banks, Rupert May, LL.B. 

Blaker, Chas. Isaacson 

Blyth, Wm. 

Bowling, Arthur Masterson 
Law’ 

Bowman, Jno. Fk. 

Brooke, Horace Geo. 

Brooke, Joshua Bower 

Brown, Wm. 

Chamberlain, Randolph 

Chater, Arthur Wm. 

Cresswell, Sackville Bawden 

Ford, Douglas Morey 

Foster, Edw. Walker Webb 

Fry, Wm. 

Glover, Wm. Flowers 

Goddard, Geo, Jno. 

Grundy, Eustace Beardoe 

Hatten, Chas. Edw. 

Henderson, Hy. Ashton 

Hodgson, Jno. 

Hore, Jno. Edmund Dunstan 

Howell, John, Jun. 

Jones, Hugh Llewellyn 

Jorie, Wm. Fairhurst 

Julian, Arthur 

Long, John. 

Mason, Chas. Hy. 

Miles, Roger 

Mills, Geo. Kaye, B.A. 

Minshall, Philip Hy. 

Moubert, Harold 

Ogilvie, Jas. Finlay 

Owen, Cledwyn 


” Peace, Jas. 


Pearless, Nugont Septimus 
Peterson, Wm. Carns Reed 
Pinsent, Rd. Alf. 
Prankerd, Archibald Arthur 
*rince, Wm. Alf. 
Ramsay, David Allan 
Rawlinson, Alf. Wm. 
Read, Wm. Thos. 

Ridley, Clement Cotterell 
Smith, Fk. 

Smith, Fk. Yorke, B.A. 
Smith, Wm. Hy. 

Smith, Walter Leopold 
Sproston, Jno. 

Stevens, Saml. Geo. 
Swanwick, Thos. 

Tatum, Edw. Jno. 

Terry, Wm. Curtis 
Thomas, Hy. Edgar 
Thomas, Jno. Edmund 
Thomas, Lewis Rees 
Toller, Hy. Wilkinson 
Treacher, Jnv. 

Villiers, Rd. Jno. 

Waller, Arthur’ 

Webb, Edw. 

Weekes, Alf. 

Wilding, Alf. Geo. 
Williams, Wm. Lymington 
Wilson, Thos. Horace 
Wood, Chas. 

Wright, Jas. Edward 
Wright, Saml. 

Young, Jno. Griffith 
Young, Jno. Pratt 








Pustic Worsuir Facruities Biut.—A correspondent 





writes to the Standard:—‘‘ This bill is defunct, no peer 
having been found to take charge of the measure in the 
House of Lords. It has come to an untimely end under 
the operation of the following standing order :— ‘ That when 
a bill brought from the House of Commons shall have 
remained on the table of this House for twelve sitting days 
without any noble lord giving notice of the second reading 
thereof, such bill shail. not any longer appear in the 
minutes, and shall not be further proceeded with in the same 
session, 
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COURT PAPERS. 


COURT OF CHANCERY. 
Srrrines 1n Trinity Term, 1873. 

LORDS JUSTICES. | Short causes, adj- 
Lincoln’s Inn. sums,, & gen. pa. 
Friday May 23..Bkt. apps. & apps. 
No Sitting. Her 
Saturday ..24> Majesty’s birth- 

day kept 


Saturday .. 7 


Monday .... 9 
Tuesday.....10 
Wednesday .11 
Thursday ..12 
Friday......13..Mtns. & gen. pa. 


N.B.—Any Causes intended to be 
heard as Short Causes, must be 
so marked at least one clear day 
before the same can be putin the 
Paper to be so heard. 


General paper. 


Monday ....26 

Tuesday ....27 } Appeals. 

Wednesday. .28..App.mtns. & apps. 

Thursday ..29..Appeals. 

Friday men apps. & apps | 

" P etns. in lunacy 

Saturday ..31 & app. petns. 

Monday June 2..Appeals. 

; Apps. frm County 
Palatine of Lanc., | 


Vv. C. Sin JAMES BACON, 
Lincoln’s Inn. 


Tuesday ....3 | 
y Apps. from Stan-! Friday, May 23 ..Mts., & adj. soms. 
naries Ct., Apps. | No sitting. Her 
Wednesday...4.. App. mtns.& apps. Saturday, ..24{ Majesty’s birth- 
Thursday....5..Appeals. day kept 


Friday .... 6..Bkt.apps. & apps 


Saturday .. 7 ican ia bansey | OY ++++26..In Bankruptcy. 


Petns., sht. caus., 


&app. petitions | Tuesday....27 { & general paper 
aaoiey sone of Appeals. Wednesday . 28..General paper. . 
uesday....10 Thursday ..29..Mtns. & adj. sums 


Wednesday .11.. App. mtns, & apps. 

Thursday ..12..Appeals. 

Friday......13..Bkt. apps. & apps. 

N.B.—Such days as the Lords Jus- 
tices shal! be sitting with the 
Lord Chancellor or in the 
Judicial Committee of the Privy 
Council, are excepted. 


Friday ......30..General paper. 
Saturday ..31 yong _ causes, 
Monday, June 2..In Bankruptcy. 
Tuesday.... 3 
Wednesday. . i} General paper. 
Thursd., 5......Mtns, & adj. sums. 
Friday .... + ae J mga 
etns., sht. causes, 
Saturday .. 7 & general paper. 
Monday .... 9..In Bankrupicy. 
Tuesday....10 
Wednesday .11 
Thursday ..12 
Friday ....13..Mtns. & adj. sums. 


MASTER OF THE ROLLS. 


Before the Lonp CHANCELLOR FOR 
THE Masver or THe Rou.s. 


Chancery-lane. 
Friday May 23...Motns. & Gen. pa- 


General paper. 


No sitting. He1| N.B.—Any causes intended to be 
Saturday ..24{ Majesty’s birth-| heard as short causes must be so 
day kept . marked at least one clear day be- 
Ptns., sht. caus. fore the same can be put in the 
Monday, ....26 ! adj. sums., and paper to be so heard. 
general paper. 


Tuesday ....27 

Wednesday St General paper. 

Thursday ..29..Mtns. & gen. pa., | 

Friday ....30..General paper. | 
Petns., sht. caus, 








V. C. Sin JOHN WICKENS. 
Lincoln’s Inn 
Friday May 23..Mtns, & gen. papr. 


Saturday ..31{ adj. sums., and | No sitting, Her 
gen. pa. | Saturday ..244 Majesty’s birth- 
Monday June 2 | day kept 
wea aK - General paper. | Monday ... ahaa ~ ie 
ay .. ; +5 On 
Thursday,....5..Mtns. & gen. pa. Tuesday ....27 ¢ Seueral paper 


Friday...... 6..General paper. Wednesday 28 } General paper 


Petns., sht. causes, 
Saturday.... 7{adj. sums., and! Thursday 29...) Mtns. adj. sums, 
general paper. | & general paper. 


Petns., adj. sums. 

and general paper 

Sht. causes, adj. 
sums, & gen, pa. 


war coe 9 

uesday....i 

Wednesday i General paper. 

Thursday ..12 

Friday......13..Mtns. & gen. pa. 

N.B.—Unopposed petitions must be 
presented and copies left with the 
Secretary, on or before the 
Thursday preceding the Saturday 
on which it is intended they 
should be heard; and any causes 
intended to be heard as short 
causes must be so marked at 
least one clear day before the 
same can be put in the paper to 
be so heard. 


Friday ....30 


Saturday ..31 


Monday June 2 
Tuesday ....3¢ General paper. 


Wednesday..4 
Thursday......5 re. > sums, 
Friday... 38 { yg = sums, 
Short causes, adj, 
Saturlay .. 7 , 
sums., & gen. pa. 
Monday ....9 ist aay 
Tuesuay....10 
Wednesday .11 
Thursday..12 
Friday ....13 apg ott 


General paper. 


V.C. Sim RICHARD MALINS. 
Lincoln’s Inn. 
Friday May 23..Mtns & gen pa. 
No sitting. Her 
Saturday ..24 | Maenty' birth- 
= day kept 


No cause, motion for decree, or 
further consideration, except by 
order of the Court, may be 


Petns., sht. caus. marked to stand over ifit shall be 
Monday ....264 adj. sums., and/ Within twelve of the last cause or 
genera! paper. matter in the printed paper of 


the day for hearing. 

Norice.—The Lord Chancellor 
(for the Master of the Rolls) and 
the Vice-Chancellors Malins and 
Bacor will hear further considera - 
tions in priority to origina! 
causes ; and Vice-Chancellor 
Wickens will hear any further con- 
siderations set down without a 
summons to vary the Chief Clerk’s 
certificate in priority to original 
causes. 


Tuesday ....27 

Wednesday .28 } General paper. 
Thuraday ..29..Mtns, & gen. pa. 
Friday ....30..Petns. & gen. pa. 


Short causes, adj, 
Saturday ..31 heed en. “4 


County Ct. apps 
Bud June 2¢ ona general = 
uesday ....3 
Wed esday..4 } General paper. 


ursday,....5,.Mtns. & gen. pa. 
Friday .... 6..Petns. & gen. pa. 








PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


GOVERNMENT FONDS. 

Last Quoratror, May 16, 1873. 
8 per Cent. Consols, 934 Annuities, April, ’85 9% 
Ditto for Account, June 3, 93f | Do. (Red Sea T,) Aug. 1408 
3 per Cant. Reduced 92 Ex Bills, 21000, — per Ct, 2 dis. 
New 3 pehCent., 92 Ditto, £500, Do —2 dis. 
Do. 34 per Sent., Jan, "94 Ditto, 2100 & £200, —2 dis. 
Do. 24 per CeNt., Jan. 794 Bank of England Stoox, 44 per 
Do. 5 per Cent., Jan. '73 Ct. (last half-year) 245 
Annuities, Jan. ’80— | Ditto for Account, 





INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES, 


(ndiaStk.,10pCt.Apr.’74,205 , (nd. Enf.Pr.,5 pC.,Jan.’72 
Dittofor Account. — Ditto,54 per Cent.,May,’79 105 
Ditto 5perCent.,July,"801114 | Ditto Debentures, per Cent., 
Ditto for Account, — April,’64— 

Ditto 4 perCeat., Oct. 88 105 Do.Do,5 per Cent.,Aug.°73 101 
Ditto,ditto Certificates, — Do. Bonds, 4 por Ct., £1000 
Ditto Enfaced Ppr.,4 per Cent.97| Dittc, ditto,uander £100d 








RAILWAY STOCK. 
















































Railways. (Patd.|Closing Prices, 

Stock Bristol dnd Exeter .......cecccccocsesssrevssereveee-+| 100 112 
Stock Caledonian .-| 100 944 
Stock Giasgow and South-Western .......06..0:css00000) 100 128 
Stock Great Eastern Ordinary Stock ........ a 40 
Stock Great Northern ..1.......s0sessesserrevees 1254 
Stock) Do., A Stock™...........ssscserssssssveeserensereee] LOO 1334 
Stock} Great Southern and Western of Ireland ......! 100 14 
Stock! Great Western—Original.............s0+ssseessesee) 100 122 
Stock; Lancashire and Yorkshire ........ eee} 100 148: 
Stock) London, Brighton, and South Coast svevee| 100 72 
Stock} London, Chatham, and Dover..... 100 22 
Stock London and North-Western .., 100 142, 
Steck! London and Soath Western......... 100 1054 
Stock) Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincoln ... ; 100 i F3 
Stock) Metropolitan 70 
Stock} Do., Distriet 32 
Stock} Midland 133, 
Stock | North British 64 
Stock! North Eastern.... 158 
Stock; North London ih 
Stock) North Staffordshire ... 70 
Stock) South Devon 72 
Stock| South-Eastern ...... sees ceeseccoreoees csees 100 | 107 





* A receives no dividend until 6 per cent. has been paid te B. 





Money MARKRT AND City INTELLIGENT. 

On Saturday last the directors of the Bank of England 
raised their rate of discount from 44 per cent. to 5 per 
cent.. Railway stocks have been flat throughout the week. 
North British and Caledonian especially have declined in 
price. The German panic naturally affected to some extent 
the market for foreign securities of a speculative character, 
but on the whole prices have been sustained and the tone 
of the market has been steady. In Austrian securities 
paper and silver rentes fell 5 and 3 per cent respectively 
from the price at which they stood some little time ago. 

Notice is given that the subscription lists of the New- 
castle Chemical Works Company (Limited), (late C. Allusen 
& Son (Limited), will be closed this day, Saturday, for 
London, and on Monday, the 19th instant, at 12 o'clock, for 
country applications. 








The prosecution against Mr. S. B. Head has been aban- 
doned. 

ConvicTION OF A JERSEY JuDGE.—The trial of Mr. 
Joshua Le Bailly, one of the Judges of the Royal Court of 
Jersey was brought to a close on Tuesday evening, having 
lasted eight days. ‘The prisoner, who was managing 
director of the Mercantile Union Bank, now in liquidation, 
was charged with fraud and embezzlement in disposing of 
various securities deposited with the bank to the amount of 
£8,000, with pledging Sardinian bonds value £5,000, with 
which he had been entrusted; with presenting a false 
report to shareholders, issuing 15,000 £1 notes falsely dated, 
and giving the guarantee of the bank fora private loan. He 
was foun guilty on four counts, and was sentenced to five 
years’ penal servitude. 


ARTICLED CLERKs’ SocreTy.—A meeting of this society 
was held at the Norfolk Club, Arundel-street, Strand, on 
Wednesday, the 14th May, when Mr. Eagles (Mr. J. Scully 
being in the chair) opened the first subject for the evening’s 
debate in the negative, viz.:—‘ That the case of the Earl 
of Aylesford v. Morris (21 W. R. 424) was rightly decided.” 
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The motion was carried by a majority of four. Mr. Church 
(Mr. H. H. Crawford in the chair) then opened the second 
subject for debate, viz. :—‘‘ That the treatment of prisoners 
under remand is unworthy of this country.’’ The motion 
was carried by a majority of six. 








SIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. 

CrozrER—On May 12, at Northumberland House, Everton, 
ey the wife of Philip Augustus Crozier, Esq., solicitor, 
of a son. 

CLaRk—On May 11, the wife of Alfred Clark, of 31, Addison- 
gardens south, Kensington, and 4, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, W.C., 
of a son. 

Wetts—On May 12, at Rose Cottage, Finchley, Sylvia, the 
wife of Henry Hallifax Wells, of a, Fodesnssterden: solicitor, 
of a daughter. 

MARRIAGES. 

RocErs—Paton—On April 30, at Christ Church, Lancaster- 
gate, Walter Lacy Rogers, of the Inner Temple, Esq., Bar- 
rister-at-law, to Sophia Mary Coore, only daughter of George 
Paton, Esq., of 55, Queen’s-gardens, Hyde-park,. 

STREET—RovsE—On May 14, at the Stowell Memorial Church, 
Salford, James Street, of Manchester, solicitor, to Isabella 
Chesshyre Rouse, second daughter of the late Thomas Rouse, 
of Dover. 

DEATHS. 

Jonges—On May 10, at 40, Craven-hill-gardens, Anna Maria, 
the wife of Henry Cadman Jones, of Lincoln’s-inn. 

Wi.ison—On May 14, at The Dalton’s, St. Alban’s, William 
Silvester Wilson, Esq., of Lincoln’ s-inn, barrister-at-law. 





ESTATE EXCHANGE REPORT. 


AT THE MART. 
By'Mr. F. Ernoarr, 


Essex, near Ilford, Gaysham-hall farm, containing 284a. Or. 
2lp., freehold—sold £18,000. 

Bart of the Rabbits farm homestead, comprising 73a. 3r. 15p. 
—sold £9,650. 

The Coach and Horses Inn, and 2a. Ir. 25p.—sold £1,610. 

The Rabbits Inn—sold £2,720. 

A cottage and garden—sold £90. 

By Messrs. FurBER, Pricz & FurBER. 
Camden-road.—No. 261, Heywood House, term 82 years—sold 
£3,350. 

Strand.—Nos. 279 and 280, freehold—sold £4,520. 
Snaresbrook.—Cleveland-road, “Ivy Bank,’’ freehold—sold 


£1,200. 
Brunswick-syuare.—No. 58, Judd-street, term 33 years—sold 


: By C. C. & T, Moore. 
Mile-end—Nos. 46 to 49, Robert-street, term 91 years—sold 
550: 


£550. 
Stepney—Nos. 1 and 2, Spring-gardens, term 25 years—sold 


No. 123, Bromley-street, same term—sold £150. 

Commercial-road—Nos. 20, 21, and 22, Hereford-place, term 
37 years—sold £1,860. 

atcliff—No. 51, Caroline-street, term 15 years, and Nos. 

123, and 125, Brook-street, term 19 years—sold £250. 

Camberwell— No. 264, Southampton-street, term 17 years— 
sold £195. 

Stepney —Nos. 23 te 26, Butcher’s-row, freehold—sold £600. 

Nos. 5 to 7, Painter’s-rents, freehold—sold £200. 

Stratford—Nos. 38 to 48, Waddington-road (even Nos.), 
freehold—sold £1,175. 

Old Ford—No. 344, Roman-road, freehold—sold, £270. 

Limehouse—No. 1, Victoria-place, term 58 years—sold £200. 

Commercial-road—Nos. 141, 143, 145, and 147, Back 
Church-lane, and Nos. 1 to 5. Providence-place, term 6 years— 


sold £200. 
By Messrs. Bray, WEBB, and Harr. 
Stoke Newington, No. 79, Albion-road, term 48 years—sold 


50. 
No. 5, Park-villas, term 93 years—sold for £450. 
Westminster, No. 25, New Peter-street, freehold—sold for 
£880. 
‘ — No. 81, Brecknock-road, term 67 years—sold 
or £590. 
, AT THE GUILDHALL TAVERN. 
May. 15.—By Mr. H. E. Manrsu. 
Cornwall, near Helston, the interest in thé lands mines, and 
minerals of the North Lovell Mine, together with the plant, 
term 17 years—sold £820. 





LONDON GAZETTES. 


Professional Partnerships Dissolved, 
Tvespay, May 13, 1873. 


Almond, Edwin, and Garrod Bennett, Kennedy st, Manchester, 
Attorreys and Solicitors. April 9 

Dix, Thomas, and James Thierry Broad, Bristol, Attorneys-at-Law 
and Solicitors. May 5 


Winding up of Joint Stock Companies. 
Farivar, May 9, 1873. 
UNLIMITED In CHANCERY. 


Worcester City and County Library and Reading Institution,—Petition 
for winding up, presented May 3, directed to be heard tefore Vice 
Chancellor Malins, on May 26. Taylor and Co, Furnival’s inn ; 
agents for Pideock and Son, Worcester, solicitors for the petitioner. 


LiMiTED in CuancerrY, 


Champion Gold and Silver Mines Company of Colorado (Limited).— 
Vice Chancellor Malins has, by an order dated May 5, appointed 
Charles Fitch Kemp, 8 Walbrook, to be official liquidator. Creditors 
resident in Europe are required, on or before June 9, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or cleims to 
the above. Thursday, June 19 at 12, is appointed for hearing and 
adjudicating upon the debts and claims of persons resident in Europe. 
Creditors resident in America are required, on or before July 14, to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or 
claims to theabove. Thursday, July 24 at 12, is appointed for hear- 
ing and adjudicating upon the debts and claims of persons resident in 
America. 

Nisbury Noygorod Iron Works Company (Limited).—Petition for wind 
ing up, presented May 6, directed to be heard before Vice Chancellor 
Malins, on May 26. Edimands and Mayhew, Poultry, solicitors for 
the petitioners. 

Sewage Disinfecting and Manure Company (Limited).—Crediters ara 
required, on or before May 24, to send their names and addresses, and 
the particulars of their debts or claims, to Boverton Redwood, and C. 
W. Tupper, Gracechurch st. 

TuxgspaY, May 13, 1873. 
UNuimiTEp In CHANCERY. 

St Peter’s College, Eaton-square.—By an order made by Vice Chan- 
eellor Bacon, dated May 3, it was ordered that the above College be 
wound up. Kinsey and Ade, Bloomsbury piace, solicitors for the 
petitioners. 

LimrreD In CHANCERY, 

Asphalte Concrete and Wood Paving Construction and Maintenance 
Company (Limited).—By an order made by Vice Chancellor Bacon, 
dated May 3, it was ordered that the voluntary winding up of the 
above company be continued. Webb, Queen Victoria st, solicitor for 
the petitioner. 

Import Fish and Oyster Company (Limited).—The Master of the Rells 
has, by an order datei Feb 26, appointed Lewis Henry Evans, 15, 
Coleman st, to be official liquidator. Creditors are required, on or 
before June 10, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars 
of their debts or claims to the above. Saturday, June 28 at 12, is 
appointed for hearing and adjudicating upon the debts and claims. 


Stannarizs OF CORNWALL. 
Tourspar, May 13, 1873. 

Terras Tin Mining Company (Limited),—By an order made by the Vice 
Warden of the Stannaries, dated May 8, it was ordered that the above 
Company should be wound up. Gregory and Co, Bedford row; 
agents for Hodge and Co, Truro, solicitors for the petitioner. 

Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. ' 
Faipay, May 9, 1873. 


Bellairs, Rev Henry, Paignton, Devon, Clerk. May 30. Bellaire » 
Bellairs, M.R. Ford, South sq, Gray’s inn 
Cowen, John Cowen, Barraquilla, South America. Nov 25. Master- 


man v Chapman, M.R. 
Eyton, Joseph Walter King, Elsham rd, Kensington, Esq. .May 31. 
Harvey v Eyton, V.C. Malins. Hewitt, Ely place, Holborn 
Gee, Robert, Hamlet rd, Upper Norwood, Gent. June ll. Gee # 
Mahood, V.C. Wickens, Alley-Jones, Chancery lane 

Hail, Joseph Charles, Fetterlane. July 1. Re Mall, M.R. 

Hay, William, Ford Hall, Bishopswearmouth, Durham, Timber Mer- 
chant. May 3l. Jackson » Hay, V.C. Malins. Ranson, Sunderland 

Hulbert, George, Cheltenham, Gloucester, Gent. Jane 10. Hulbert v 
Wheeler, V.C. Wickens. Wheeler, Cheltenham 

Land, Benjamin, hg sna Surrey, Gent. June 9, Verrailo Land, 

an 


R. non st 

Mason, Joseph, York, Gent. June10. Mason Peacock, V.C. Wickens. 

Mason, York 

Spark, Francis, Uxbridge rd, Shepherd’s Bush, Lamb Seller. May 31 
Abbott » Hant, V.C. Wickens, Green, non st 

Uzielli, Matthew, King William st, Merchant. June 14. Commercial 
Union Assurance Company v Uzielli, V.C. Bacon. Smith, Throg- 
morton st 

Williams, Joseph, Egerton park, Cheshire, Contractor. June 7. 
Williams v Oulton, V.C. Malins. Evans and Lockett, Liverpool 

Tvugspay, May 13, 1873, 

Archer, David, Ashbridge Wood, Berks, Colonel. Aug. 8. Garratte 

Cadell, V.C. Wickens. Roberts, South square, Grys’s inn 
lard, Nathaniel, Great Farringdon, Berks, Yeoman. June 7. 

Fowler v Smith M.R. Haines, Faraingdon 

Bass, George, Ingrave st, York rd, Battersea Builder, June 9. 
Martin v Bass, M.R. Freeman, Gutter lane, Cheapside 








Bell, Charles, Richmond, Surrey, Esq., M.P. July 1. Syer v Glad- 
stone, V.C, Malins, Sharp, Gresham House, Old Broad st 

Cleaver, Frederick Samne!, Red Lion et, Holborn, Perfumer. June 11. 
Cleaver v Cleaver, V.C. Wickens. Bird, Great James st, Bedford 





Tow 

Hybert, Thomas, Leadenhall st, Master Mariner. June 13. Harris» 
Hybert, V.C. Wic<ens. New, King st, Cheapside 

Little, John, Newbold Pacy, Warwick. June 10. Cramp v Woodcock, 


M.R. Evans, Birmiagham 

Manser, John, King’s To!l, Brenchley, Kent, Farmer. June 16. 
Manser © Manser, V.C. Wickens. Paimer, Tonbifdgo 

Righton, John, Streatly Farm, Berks, Farmer, J co 9. Righton » 


Howeld, V.C. Malins. Peake, Bedford row 

Supple, James, St. Stephen's rd, New rd, Sheprerd’s Bush, Surgeon, 
June 24. European Bank v Supple, V.C. Mains. Scoles, Chapel st, 
Bedford row 

Sykes, William Henry, Albion st, Hyde puck, Colonel. May 26. 
Balfour » Sykes, V.C. Wickens. Watson, Liacoin’s inn fields 

Whitehead, Gregory Clough, Oldham, Lancashire, Hotel Keeper. 
16. Whitehead v Collins, V.C, Malins, Tweedale, Oldhain 


Creditors under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Farpay, May 9, 1873. 


Botten, Josiah, Northampton square, Clerkenwell, Watch Manufacturer. 
June 30. Coward, Guildhall chambers, Basinghall st 

Bullock, Henry, Victoria park rd, Gent. May 25, Mott, Paternoster 
row 


Snowdon, Leeds 


June 


Chadwick, Mercy, Leeds, Widow. July 1. 


Chadwick, William, Chesterfield, Derby, Rent Collector. Aug 9; 
Gratton, Chesterfield 

Drakeford, William, College place, Camden Town, Cabinet Maker. 
June 5. Tidy and Co, Sackville st, Piccadilly 

Godding, Edmund, Newbury, Berks, Music Seller, June 24. Tanner, 
Speenhamland 

Harrison, Fyske Goodeve Fyske, Copford Hall, Essex, Esq. July 15. 


Howard and Co, Colchester 
Hewer, Francis, Shirley, Southampton, Gent, Aug 1. Coxwell and Co, 
Southampton 
—, Ann, Newbold, Derby, Spinster. Aug9. Graf:ton, Chester- 
e 


Lawrence, John Thomas Hill, Cholsey, Berks, Gent. June 30, 
and Co, Wallingford 

Lyon, James, Ashton-in-Makerfield, Lancashire, Innkeeper. June 13, 
Darlington and Son, Wigan 

May, William Osborn, Acton, Middlesex, Butcher. May 21. 
and Wolferstan, Ironmonger lane 

Mead, John, Abridge, Essex, Draper. June 10. Noon, Bloomfield st 

Middleton, Ellen, Silverdale, Lancashire, Farmer. June 3. Plans and 
Abbott, Preston 

Oliver, Samuel, New Windsor, Berks, Coal Merchant. Aug |. 
and Co, New Windsor 

Pemberton, Margaret, Cheltenham, G! ter, Spinster. 
Gabb, Cheltenham 

Pritchett, Edward, Hounsdiich, Printer. May 31. Glynes and Son, 
Leadenhall st 

Platt, Thomas, Little Madeley, Stafford, Miner. May 27. Slaney, New- 
castle-under-Lyme 

Rogers, Thomas, Marylebone rd, Sculptor. 
inn fields 

Rowason, Joseph, Henley-on-Thames, Oxford, Esq. July 1. Rhodes 
and Son, Chancery lane 

Sandford, Von Johu, Alvechurch, Worcester. May 31. Bere, Norfolk 
square 

Scett, Harriet, Devonshire terrace, Hyds Park, Widow. Jane 4, 
lliffe and Co, Bedford row 

Sharman, William, jun, Spalding, Lincoln, Builder. 
and Calthrop, Spalding 

Stanley, Eber, Coseley, Stafford, Innkeeper, July 5. 
Wolverhampton 

Steel. Henry Francis, Worksop, Nottingham, Stove Grate Manufacturer. 
June 4. Parker and Son, Sheffield 

Stokes, Harriet, Woodford, Essex, Widow. May 31. Glynes and Son, 
Leadenhall st 

Stone, William, Panton st, Haymarket, Wine Merchant. 
Colyer, Furnival’s inn i 

Symes, Ursula, Gloucester st, Pimlico. June 20. Flux and Co, East 
India avenue, Leadenhall st 

Thornton, Elimelech, Liverpool, Licensed Victualler. June 18. 
Gardner and Smith, Liverpool 

Timson, Rev Edward, Tatchbury Mount, Eling, Hants. Aug 1, 
well and Co, Southampton 

Upton, William Henry, Strand, Licensed Victualler. June 16. Shum 
and Co, King’s rd, Bedford row 

Warbrick, William Bosworth, Everton, Liverpool, Printer. June 5. 
Milier and Co, Liverpool 

Williamson, Matthew, Chase Town, near Walsall, Stafford, Colliery 
Clerk. May 3i. Barness and Russell, Lichfield 

Wingrove, Richard Fownes, Langley, Southampton, Esq. Aug il. Cox- 
well and Co, Southampton 

Woolnough, James Algar, Bromley common, Kent, Hotel Keeper. June 
17. Cheesman, Serjeant’s ins, Chancery lane 


TurspaY, May 13, 1873. 


Bottomley, John, Bradford, York, Commission Agent. 
Gilyard, Market st, Bradford 

Bretland, Elizabeth Henshall, Atherstone, Warwick, Widow. June 
24, Wells and Hind, Nottingham 

Cross, George Henry, Lower Wandsworth rd, Battersea, Licensed 
Victualler. June lz. Dalton and Jesse:t, Clement’s lane, Lombard st 

Crush, Robert, Writtle, Essex, Farmer. July 1. Duffield and Bruty, 
Chelmsford 

Dickinson, John, The Retreat, Upper Norwood, Esq. June 9. Vizard 
and Co, Lincola’s inn fields 

Doyle, Elizabeth, Crimpieeham Hall, Norfolk, Widow. June 20. Reed, 
Downham Market 


Hedges 


Treherne 


Darvill 
June 24, 





June 24. Moon, Lincoln’s 


May 30. Bonner 


Thorne and Co, 


June 16, 


Cox- 


June 14. 
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Glossop, George, Whitwell; Derby, Farmer. July 18, Hodding and 
Beevor, Worksop 

Greenwood, James, Manchester, Merchant. 
Manchester 

Grey, Rev William, Halden terrace, Mount Radford, Exeter. July 7. 
Ford, Exeter 

Hague, Wiliam, Grimesthorpe, York, Mason. June 24, Hoyle and 
Son, Retherham 

Hick, Thomas, Staindale, Yorn Yeoman. 15, 
Whitehead, Pickering 

Huthwaite, Henry Oldknow, Maryport, Cumberland, Gent. July I. 
Collin, Maryport 

Jones, Jolin, Everton, Liverpool, Builder, Aug 16. 


June 24. Chapman & Co, 


June Watson and 


Morecroft, Liver- 


pool 

Neame, George. Harbledown, Kent, Esq. July 5. Sankey and Co, 
Canterbury 

Pritchett, Edward, Hounsditeh, Printer, May 31. 
Leadenhall st 

Pagh, Jane, Bedford, Widow. June 30. Miller and Smith, Slater's Hall 
court, Cannon st 

Sherlock, Thomas, St Helen’s, Lancashire, Chemist. July 1. Arnsdelt 
and Son, St Helen’s 


Glynes and Son, 


Stephenson, Jane, Bradford, York, Innkeeper. June 14.  Gilyard, 
Market st, Bradford 
Stokes, Harriet, Woodford, Essex, Widow. May 31. Glynes and Son, 
Leadenhall st 
— John, Rawden, York, Oil Merchant. June 2. Hill and Smith, 
alifax 
ee Edward, Cliften,Gent. June 24. Fox and Whittuck 
ristol 
Welch, Rey Thomas Coleman, Pattishall, Northampton. June 10, 


Bell and Co, Bow churchyard 
Williams, David, Dalton et, Barrow-in-Furness, Builder, Jane 2. 
Taylor, Barrow-in-Furness 


Bankrupts. 
Farivar, May 9, 1873. 
Under the Bankruptey Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar, 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Dixon, George, Hartlepoel, Durham, Joiner. Pet May 5. Ellis, Sun- 


derlund, May 20 at 12 
Grealey, Johu, Liverpool, Furniture Dealer. Pet May7. Hime. 
Pet May 6, Hill, 


Livere 
pool, May 22 at 2 

Jameson, Edward, Jarrow, Durham, Builder. 
Newcastle, May 27 at 11 

Leedham, John, Ashby-de-la-Zouche, Leicester, Licensed Victualler. 
Pet May 5. Hubbersty. Burton-on-Trent, May 21 at 10,30 


Page, ii Oxford, Tobacconist. PetMay 5. Bishop. Oxford, May 
27 at : 


Storry, William, Luton, Bedford. Pet May 6. Austin. Luton, May 

22 at 2.30 
TusspaY, May 13, 1873. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the ‘Registrar, 
To Surrender in London. 

Carman, Phillip Lincoln, George st, Camberwell, Brower. Pet May 8. 
Pepys. May 27 at 12 

Comrie, Duncan, Mincing lane, Commission Agent. Pet May 9. Spring~ 
Rice. May 29at 11.30 

To Surrender in the Country. 

Bilby, John, Sawbridgeworth, Hertford, Draper. Pet May 10. Spence. 
Herttord, May 3) at 11 

Duley, Elizabeth, Northampton, Iron and Brass Founder. Pet May 7. 
Dennis. Northampton, May 24 at 11 

Flood, William, Dartmouth, Devon, Innkeeper. 
East Stonehouse, May 28 at 11 

Frankell, Jacob Frederick, Rochdale, Lancashire, Tobacconist. Pet May 
9. Buckley. Oldham, May 26 at ll 

Howlett, Thomas, Hanloy, Stafford, Engine Tenter. Pet May 9 
Challinor. Hanley, Mey 34 at1l 

Langley, Henry, Teignmouth, Gent, Pet May 8. Daw. Exeter, May 
26 at 11 


Pet May 10. Pearce... 


Naylor, William, Keighley, York, Innkeeper, Pet May 9. Robinson. 
Bradford, June 6 at 9 

Newstead, Frederick George, Middlesborough, York, Metal Broker. 
Pet May 8. Archer. Stockton-on-Tees, May 23 at 11,50 

Tregiilis, Benjamin, Gosport, Hants, Baker. Pet May 9, Howard. 


Portsmouth, May 24 at 1 
Weil, Victor, Birmingham, Pet May 9. Chauntler. 


Birminghaw, May 28 at 12 
BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Tugspar, May 13, 1873. 
Harris, Isaac, Liverpoo), Dealer in Milk. May 2 
Norris, Joseph, Liverpool, Gent. May 3 
Liquidation by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
Tusspar, May 6, 1873. 
Armitage, Walter, Chatham, Kent; out of business. May 15 at1l at 
office of Hayward, High st, Rochester 
Atkinson, James, Manchester, Prevision Dealer. May 19 at 3.30 at offices 
of Bennet, Bloom st, Manchester 


Bamberger, Abraham, Herbert st, Hackney rd, Boot Manufacturer. 
May 20 at 2 at the Chambers of C , Cheapside. Keighley and 


Merchant. 





Gething, Ironmonger lane 
Bartlett, William , Goldhawk road, Shepherd's Bush, Dentist. May 16 at 
2 at offices of Shea, Gracechurch st 





























Baskerville, George, Moddershall Mills, near Stone, Stafford, Flint 
Grinder. May 16 at LI at 26, Cheapside, Hanley. Stevenson 
Belcher, Thomas, Oxford st, Electrician,. May 20 at 12 at offices of 
Langham and Son Burtleti’s buildings, Holborn 
Britten, Robert, Buckhurst hill, Essex, Ironmonger. May 19 at 12 at 
offices of Brighten, Bishopsgate st Without 
Burgess, Thomas, Altrincham, Chester, Tailor. 
of Rylance, Essex st. Manchester 
Burns, William Henry, Birmingham, Venetian Blind Maker. May 19 
at 10 at office of Duke, Christ Church passage, Birmingham 
Butterwick, John Henry, South Eston, York, Baker. May 2! at 3at 
Mrs. Baker's Temperance Hotel, Bridge st West, Middlesborough 
Bainbridge, Middlesborough 
Cash, William Henry, Aston, Warwick, Eiectro Plater, May l6at 11 
at Offices of Burton, Union passage, Birmingham 
Chance, Joseph, Lye, Oldswinford, Worcester, out of business. May 17 
at 11 at offices of Collis, Market st, Stourbridge 
Chard, George, Warrington, Lancashire, out of business. May 19 at 3 
at offices of Bretherton, Bank st, Warrington 
Cohen, Jushua, Abraham, Edgware rd, Clothier, May 20 at 2 at office 
of Poole, Bartholomew close 
Collins, William, Northampton, Beer Retailer. 
of Becke, Market square Northampton 
Curtis, William, East Retford, Nottingham, Commission Agent. May 
49 at 1l at the Pheasant Inn, East Retford. Bescoby, East Retford 
Davies, John, Mountain Ash, Glamorgan, Draper. May 17 at 10 at the 
County Court Offices, Temperance Hall, Aberdare. Linton 
Dobson, William Clayton, York, Outfitter’s Assistant. May 19 at 10 at 
offices of Crumbie, Stonegate 
Downes, William, Bristol, Butcher. May 14 at 2 at offloe of Beckingham, 
Broad st, Bristol 
Downes, William, King’s Norton, Worcester, Builder. May 16 at 12 at 
offiees of Fallows, Cherry st Birmingham 
Drake, Benjamin, Brightlingsea, Essex, Oyster Merchant. May 19 at 4 
at the Swan Inn, Brightlingsea. Goody, Colchester 
Drake, Henry, Halifax, York, Boot Manufacturer. May 21 at 3 at 
offices of Rooke and Midgley. Boar lane, Leeds 
Dugan, Robert Poynter, Portsmouth, Outfitter. May 16 at 4 at offices of 
King, Union st, Portsea 
Edwards, Morton Andrew, Conduit st, Regent st, Jeweller, May 30 at 
3 at offices of Rogers and Barron, Moorgate st 
Everest, James, Tonbridge, Kent, Builder. May l4at 10 at the Angel 
Hotel, Tonbridge. Palmer, Tonbridge 
Firth, James, Fixby, York. Licensed Victualler. May 19 at 4 at offices 
of Storey, Cheapside, Halifax 
Fox, Thompson, Suuderiand, Durham, Grocer, 
of Lamb and Moore, Jahn st, Sunderland 
Gamble, Thomas, Scarboroagh, York, Currier. May 21 at 3 at of‘ice of 
Williamson, Newborough st, Scarborough 
Glover, Thomas Henry, Abbotsham, Devon, Builder. May 22 at Ll at 
offices of Rooker and Bazeley, Bridgland st, Bideford 
Green, George Courthope, Upper Thames st, Paper Maker. May 22 at 
2 at offices of Harper and Co, Rood iane 
Heath, John, Waterioo, Southampton, Land Agent. May 20 at4 at 
offices uf Edmonds, St James’s st, Portsea. King, Portsea 
Hilton, Robert, Leeds, Commercial Traveller. May 17 at 11 at offices of 
Fawcett and Malcoim, Park row, Leeds 
Howe, Martin Jesse, Palgrave, Suffolk, Farmer. May 16 at 1 at the 
King’s Head Inn, Diss, Kent, Norwich 
Howes, William, Hoxton st, Shoreditch, Butcher. May 19 at 12 at 33, 
Gutter lane. Plunkett, Gutter lane 
Hughes, Robert, Pengarnising, Anglesey, Joiner. May 29 at 2 at the 
Railway Hotel, Bangor. Jones, Carnarvon 
Jones, Ralph Augustine, Brill, Buckingham, Carrier’s Agent. May 17 
at 12 at offices of Wright and Marshall, New st, Birmingham 
Keates, William, Birmingham, Grocer. May 14 at 3 at offices of Griffin 
Bennett’s hill, Birmingham 
Lamberth, William, Pavement, Clapham, Greengr ocer. May 21 at 2at 
offices of Slater and Pannell, Guildhall chambers, Basinghall st. 
Hewitt, Nicholas lane 
Lansdowne, Alfred George James, Queen’s rd, Bayswater, Wine 
Merchant.. May 19 at 12 at the Guildhall Tavern, Guildhall yard. 
Marsha!l, King st West, Hammersmith 
Lewis, Edward, Leo, Merthyr Tydfil, Glamorgan, Draper. 
at offices of Simons and Plews, Church st, Merthyr Tydfil 
Liddall, William Dyke, Market place, York rd, Battersea, Grocer. 
May 17 at 11 at offices of Tippetts and Son, Great St Thomas Apostle 
Queen st, Cheapside 
Marks, Thomas Henry, Winslow, Buckingham, Agent. 
offices of Fell, Rourbon st, Aylesbury 
Miller, Robert, Acton, Cheshire, Farmer. May 15 at 11 at the Angei 
Hotel, Northwich. Green and Dixon, Northwich 
Molteni, Angelo, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Picture Frame Maker. May 
19 at 11 at offices of Story’s, Cross House, Westgate rd, Newcastle « 
upon-Tyne 
Moorsom, Thomas, Coatham, near Redcar, York, Draper. May 21a 
11 at Mrs Barker’s Temperance Hotel, Br'dge st West, MidJlesborougd 
Bainbridge, Middlesborough 
Myers, Charles, Swansea, Glamorgan, Boarding Clerk, May 27 at 2.30 
at offices of Morris, Ratland st, Swansea 
Orme, John, West Bromwich, Stafford, Butcher. May 26 at 11 at office 
of Shakespeare, Church st, Oldbury 
Parsons, Henry, Bideford, Devon, Smith. May 20 at 2 at offices of 
Thorne, Cross st, Barnstaple 
Peachey, William, Cubberley, Gloucester, Corn Dealer. May 23 atl} 
at the Ram Hotel, Cirencesier. ' Muliings and Co, Cirencester 
Pettifor, Charles Spooner, Leicester, Cigar Dealer, May 19 at 2 at office 
of Fowler and Smith, Hotel st, Leicester 
Pirer, Charles Augustus, Champion terrace, Wandsworth, no occupa- 
tion. May 26 at 2 at offices of Picard, St James's st, Piccadilly. 
Burnand 
Proffitt, James, Birmingham, Grocer. May 21 at 3 at the Great 
Western Hotel, Monmouth st, Birmingham. King, Birmincham 
Roberts. Elijah, 5t George’s, Gloucester, Grocer. May 17 at 11 at office 
of Beckingham, Albion chambers, Bristol 


May 26 at 3 at offices 


May 15 at 3.30 at offices 


May 21 at 12 at offices 


May 17 atl 


May 22 at 12 at 
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Rose, James Frederick Watkinson, Mincing lane, Fruitbroker. May 15 
at 3 at office of Beck, East India avenue 

Roue, Edward Fairchild, Falmouth, Cornwall, Grocer. May 22 at 2.30 
at offices of Jenkins, Post Office buildings, Falmouth 

Sawyer, Henry, Highgate rd, Coach Buider. May 24 at 10 at Starr’s 
Hotel, Finsbury square. Hicks, Ann’s rd, South Hackney 

Scott, James, and John Edwin Scott, ‘areham. Hants, Coach Builders. 
May 22 at 3 at offices of Goble, West st, Fareham 

Sharpe, Robert Good, Teignmouth, Devon, Lieutenant, R. M. L. L 
May 21 at 1 at offices of Terre!l and Petherick, Southernhay, Exeter 

Shepherd, Richard Stephenson, Bradford. York, Book keeper. May 2 
at 3 at offices of Browning, Queen’s gate, Bradford 

Slegg, Martin, and Alfred Long, Chelmondeley Park, Highgate, Builders. 
May 26 at 3 at offices of Drew, Raymond buildings, Gray’s inn 

Smith, Richard Buckley, Bishopwearmouth, Ironmonger’s Assistant. 
May 21 at 12 at offices of Graham and Graham, Joha st, Sunderland 

Southall, Henry, Birmingham Baker. May 16 at 3 at offices of Lowe, 
Temple st, Birmingham 

Tolson, George, Dalton, near Huddersfield, Wool Extractor. May 15 at 
11 at offices of Berry, Market place, Huddersfield 

Toogood, Richard, Kingston-upon-Hull, Merchant. May 15 at 12 at the 
Kingston Hotel, Market place, Kisgston-upon-Hull. Roberts and 
Leak, Hull 

Twigger, John, Hillmorton, Warwick, Carrier, May 16 at 3 at the 
Lawrence Sheriffs Arms Inn, Rugby. Roche, Daven 

Vickery, John, Bedminster, Bristol, Carpenter. May 15 at 12 at offices 
of Sprod, St Ewen’s chambers, Bristol. Price, Bristol 

Walter, Arthur Howe, Stone, Kent, Whiting Maaufacturer. May 20 at 
12 at 33, Gutter lane. Plunkett, Gutter lane 

Warren, Henry, anid Thomas William Warren, Bridport, Dorset, Shoe 
Manufacturers. May 21 at 12 at the Cannon st, Hote), Manley, 
Bridport 

Whitaker, Charles, Leicester, Merchant. May 19 at 3 at the Inns of 
Court, Hote), Holborn. Harvey 

Wiles. Joseph, Tyssen st, Betlinal Green rd, Timber Merchant. May 13 
at 12 Geaussent, New Broad st 

Wilguin, Victor Emanuel, Milton st, Dorset square, Manufacturer of 
Hair Dye. May 19 at 2 at office of Berridge, Duke st, Manchester 
square. Harris, Edgware rd 

Wilson, Charles Newman, Cowday st, Park st, Hackney Wick, Oilman, 
May 12 at 12 at office of Luscombe, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Wilson, John, Waasford, Northampton, Farmer. May 21 at 1k at the 
Wentworth Hotel, Wentworth st, Peterborough. Smedley, Peter- 
borough 

Woolley, John, Longton, Stafford, Agent. May 22 at 11 at offices of 
Welch, Caroline st, Longton 


Farivar, May 9, 1873. 

Ambrose, Edward, Northbrook terrace, Burnt Ash lane, Les, Builder. 
May 22 at 3 at offices of Barton and Drew, Fore st 

Anderson, Alfred George, Ladbroke grove rd, North Kensington, Pro- 
fessor of Chemistry. June 6 at 2 at the Guildkall Tavern, Gresham 
st. Choriey and Crawford, Moorgate st 

Ankrett, James, Ryecroft, Rushall, stafford, Licensed Victualler. May 
23 at 11 at offices of Adams, Goodali st, Walsall 

Binks, John Fawcett, Queen’s rd, Peckham, no occupation, May 22 at 
3 at offices of Harrison, Walbrook 

Blaxeley, George, and Ephraim Piatt Blakeley, Stalybridgs, Lancashire, 
Grocers, May 23 at 3 at the Commercial Hotel, Brown st, Manches- 
ter. Clayton, Ashton-under- Lyne 

Boughen, Alfred. Norwich, Tailor. May 22 at 11 at offices of Miller and 
Co, Bank chambers, Norwich 

Burrows, Joseph, Bristol, Horse Breaker. May 17 at 3 at offices of Ayre, 
Nicholas st, Bristol 

Burton, William, and Robert Clarke, Wakefisld, York, Grocers. May 
22 at 11 at offices of Parr and Anderson, Stonegate, York 

Bury, Richard. Over Darwea, Lancashirs, Iron Foander, May 30 at 3 
at offices of Boote and Edgar, George st, Manchester 

Capewell, Benjamin Thomas, Tipton, Stafford, Greengrocer, May 22 at 
11 at offices of Ebsworth, Bridge st, Wednesbury 

Childs. William, jun, Brighton, Sussex, Fancy Warehouseman. May 
28 at 3 at offices of Lawrance and Co, Old Jewry chambers 

Cook, Heber, Nettleden, Buckingham, Carpenter. May 23 at 3 at the 
Brownlow Arms, Great Berkhampstead. Marshall, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Corby, William, Manchester, Hair Dresser. May 23 at 3 at offices of 
Sutton and Elliott, Browa st, Manchester 

Corry, Job, Madey Mills, Somerset, Miller, May 28 at 1.30 at the White 
Lion Hotel, Broad st, Bristol. Watts, Yeovil 

Creed, Caroline, Folkestone, Kent, out of business. May 22 at 2 at 
offices of Nicholls and Leatherdale, Old Jewry chambers. Hart 

Dawson, Frank, Bristol, out of business. May 16 at 1 at office of Pearce, 
Nicholas st, Bristol , 

Dixcey, George, Union st, St George’s rd, Southwark, Chair Manufac- 
turer. May 19 at 3 at offices of Marshall, Linoolu’s inn fields 

Elman, Samuel, Sheffield, Cigar Manufactucer’s Foreman. May 26 at 2 
at offices of Binney and Sons, Queen st chambers, Sheffield 

Evans, Edward, Tipton, Stafford, Shoe Dealer. May 22 at 11 at offices 
of Travis, Church lana, Tiptoa 

Farthing, Walter Thomas, Gresham st, Sorveyor. May 17 at 10 at the 
Masons’ Hall Tavern, Masons’ avenue, Coleman st, Rigby, London 


Wail 

Feist. Henry Mort, Fleet st, Journalist. May 21 at 12 at the Guildhall 
Coffee house, Gresham st. Parry, King st, Cheapside _ 

Fortescue, James, Downs Park rd, Hackney, Grocer, May 19 at 3 at 
offices of Thwa tes, Basinghall st. Dobie 

Fox, William. Marston-on-Dove, Derby Miller. May 23 at 3 at offices 
of Potter, All Saint’s chambers, Derhy 

Freeman, Annie, Jewin st, Aldersgate st, Milliner. May 27 at 3 at office 
of Thwaites, Basinghal! st. Dobie, Basinghall st 

Gibbs, John, Shipston-on-Stour, W , Sh ker. May 21 at 
11 at offices of Mace, West st, Chipping Norton 

Giesenhaus, Charles, St John’s st rd, Clerkenwell, Watch Manufacturer. 
May 24 at (1 at offices of Lovett, King William st, London bridge 

Gilbert, Frederic William, Sheffield, Carver. May 23 at 3 at offices of 
Pierson, St James’s row, Sheffield 

Goldstein, Abraham. Cardiff, Giamorgan, Pawnbroker. May 23at 11 at 
offices of Morgan, High st, Cardiff 
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Greening, Joseph, Mo-ecambe, Lancashire, Licensed Victualler, May 
21 at 11 at offices of Johnson and Tilly, Sun st, Lancaster 

Griffis, Charles, Leicester, Hay Dealer. May 22 at 12 at offices of Fowler 
and Smith, Hotel st, Leicester 

Griffith, Daniel, Portmadoc, Carnarvon, Shipbnilder, May 22 at 1 at 
the Commercial Hotel, Portmadoc. Jones and Jones Portmadoc 

Hallam, Joseph, Newark-upon-Trent, Nottingham, Cabinet Maker. 
May 26 at 12 at the Ram Hotel, Newark-upon-Trent. Belk, Notting- 


am 
Handy, James Thomas, Chipping Sodbury, Gloucester, Veterinary 
Surgeon. May 22 at 12 at offices of Brittan and Co, Small st, Bristol 
Hanmer, Arthur, Hulme, near Manchester, Timber Dealer. May 21 at 
10 at offices of Garthwaite, Brazennose st, Manchester 
Harrison, Thomas, Old Change, Shipping Merchant. May 23 at 2 at 
the Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st. Clark and Scoles, King st, 
Cheapside 
Higham. Samuel, and James Higham, Cheetham, Manchester, Builders. 
May 23 at 3 at the Mitre Hotel, Cuthedral Gates, Manchester. Heath 
and Sons, Mane hester 
Hills, William, Barnstaple, Devon, Drarer. 
of Bencroft, Bontport st, Barnstaple 
Hodges, William, Birmingham, Builder. 
Ladbury, Newha!] st, Birmingham 
Holmer, James, Basinghall st, Commission Agent. 
of Thwaites, Basinghaii st. Dobie, Basinghal! st 
Hopkins, Robert Widdowson, Manchester, Manufacturers’ Agent. 
29 at 3 at offices of Sutton and Elliott, Brown st, Manchester 
Hudson, James. Norwich, General shop Keeper. May 22 at 12 at office 
of Collins, Willow lane, Norwich 
Hughes, Humplirey, Theresa terrace, West end, Hammersmith, Tutor. 
May 22 at 2 at offices of Scarlett, King Edward st. Preston, King 
Edward st 
Ireland, William, Netherkellet, Lancashire, Licensed Victualler. May 
22 at 11 at offices of Holden, Church st, Lancaster 
Jackson, John, Newark-upon-Trent, Nottingham. Coal Dealer. May 
Belk, Nottingham 
May 21 at Il 


May 21 at 12.30 at offices 
May 22 at 12 at offices of 
May 31 at 4 at office 
May 


26 at 3 at the Ram Hotel, Newark-upon-Trent. 

Joyner, William, Chipping Campden, Gloucester, Baker. 
at offices of Griffiths, Chipping Campden 

King, John, Clifton, Bristol, Contractor. 
Fernyhough, Castle st, Bristol 

Leslie, Henry, Liverpool], Theatrical Manager. 
of Drewe, Castie st, Liverpool 

Leyshen, William, Pontypridd, Glamorgan, out of business. May 21 at 
1 at offices of Simons and Piews, Church st, Merthyr Tydfil 

Martin, Richard, Lansdowne rd, Hackney, Fancy Soap Maker. May 27 
at 3 at the Guildhall Coffee house, Gresham st. Thomson and Son 

Matthews, William, Erdington, Warwick, Schoolmaster. May 17 at 11 
at offices of Parry, Bennet’s hill, Birmingham 

Molony, John, Fashion st Spitalfieids, Licensed Victualler. May 31 at 
10 at Starr’s Hutel, Finsbury square. Hicks, Anne’s rd, South 
Hackney 


May 14 at 12 at offices of 
May 27 at 2 at office 


Moss, William, Mirfield, Widness, Lancashire, Book keeper. May 21 at 
3.30 at Walker’s Commercial Hotel, Widness. Beasley and 
Oppenheim 


Nayler, George, Kingston-upon-Hell, Grocer. May 19 at 2 at offices of 

— County buiidings, Land of Green Ginger, Kingston upon- 
u 

Nokes, George, and John Walter Summers, Richmond st, Garden row, 
London rd, Southwark, Drapers. May 23 at 12 at offices of Merriman 
and Co, Queen st, Cheapside 

Nano, William, Hertford, Grocer. 
more and Co, Hertford 

Palmer, Henry Edward, Eastbourne, Sussex, Grocer, May 21 at 12 at 
16, Cornfield rd, Eastbourne. Stiff, Eastbourne 

Parkinson, Frederick Claudius John, Finborough rd, West Brompton, 
Architect. May 30 at 3 at offices of Chamberlain, Basinghall st 

Platt, Susanna, Preston, Lancashire, Widow. May 29 at 11 at office of 
Myres and Houghtor, Winckley st, Preston 

Powell, Frederick Gover, and George Rennie Hutton Powell, Bristol, 
Ale Merchants. May 17 at 12 at offices of Hancock and Co, Guildhall, 
Broad st, Bristol. Clifion, Bristol 

Sampson, Elisha John, #owland terrace, Sydenham, Baker. May 20 at 
1 at offices of Philp and Behrend, Pancras iane, Queen st, Cheapside 

Sharpe, Wiliiam, Nelson square, Blackfriarsrd, Timber Merchant. May 
22 at 2 at offices ot Levy, Surrey st, Strand 

Sheard, Richurd, Birmingham, Tvol Maker. May 17 at 12 at the 
Grand Tark Inn, Ludgate hill, Birmingham 

Sinclair, Elizebeth Jane Jackson, Boston, Lincoln, Carver. 
8 at Boston, Thomas 

Stevens, John Andrew, Statham, Norfolk, Draper. May 26 at 4 at office 
of Sadd, Church st, Theatre st, Norwich 

Thomas, George, Monckton, Pembroke, Contractor. May 19 at 11 at 
the Shire Hall, Haverforéwest. Parry, Pembroke Dock 

Thomas, William, Blaenavon, Monmouth, Grocer. May 23 at 1 at the 
Queen’s Hotel, Newport. Lioyd, Pontypool 

Thompron, Joseph Wager, Easingwold, Yorn, Plumber. May 21 at 10 
at offices of Crumbie, Stonegate: York 

Thompson, Stephen, and Frederick Thompson, Derby, Hay Dealers. 
May 22 at 11 at offices of Briggs, Full st, Derby 

Upward, Frederic, Plymouth, Devon, Ontfitter. May 22 at 11 at 
offices of Surr and Gribble, Abchurch lane, London. Dawe, Plymouth 

Varley, Thomas Cossey, She“ield, Matiress Maker. May 26 at 4 at office 
of Binney and Sons, Queen st chambers, Sheffield 

Walker, Charjes William, Liverpool, Grocer. May 23 at 2 at offices of 
Beliringer, North John st, Liverpooi 

Wallis, John, Ryde, Isle of Wight, Glass Dealer, May 23 at 12 at the 
Crown Hotel, Ryde 

Walters, Charles Hatton, Abercarn, Monmonth, Miller. May 21 at 12, 
at offices of Lloyd, Bank chambers, Newport 

Waud, Fredrick, York, Boot-top-Manufacturer. 


May 19 at 11.30 at offices of Long- 


May 2 at 


May 21 at 12 at 


office of Man and Son, New st, York 

Whitehead, David James, Somersham, Suffolk, Miller. May 26 at 11 at 
offices of Watts, Butter market, Ipswich 

‘Willard, Elizabeth Eleanor, Rugby, Warwick, Tailor. May 17 at 12 at 
the Law Institution, Chancery lane 

‘Wilson, James Robinson, Peckham Park rd, Draper. May 20 at 3 at 
office of Warrand, Ludgate hill 





Wood, Ammon, Marsden, York, Woollen Manufacturer. May 21 at 3a t 
offices of Mills and Mellor, New st, Huddersfield 


Toespar, May 13, 1873. 

Adams, Charles, jun, Birmingham, out of business. May 28 at sat 
offices of Row!ands and Oo, Colmore row, Birmingham 
Akhurst, William Edward, Balll’s Pond rd, out of business. May 20 at 

2 at 12, Hatton garden. Marshall 

Ammon, Charles, White st, Borough, Saw Manufacturer. May 21 at 2 
at 12, Hatton garden. Marshall 

Balding Alfred, Wisbech, Cambridge, Printer. May 22 at 12 at offices 
of Ollard and Welchman, Wisbech. Coulton and Beloe, King’s Lynn 

Balls, Thomas Crowe, Grange rd, Bermondsey, Chemist. May 19 at3 
at offices of Knight, Newgate st 

Barreit, Joseph, Heaton Chapel, L e, s’ Townsman. 
May 26 at 3 at offices of Storer, Fountain st, Manchester 

Batchelor. Frederick, Essex rd, Islington, Butcher. May 30 at 4 at 
offices of Wetherfield, Gresham buildings, Guildhall 

Bateman, George, John Tyer’s terrace, Vauxhall st, Baker. May 14 at 
2 at offices of Well, Euston rd 

Beacham, Robert, Bristol, Saddler. May 26 at 11 at offices of Tricks 
and Co, City chambers, Nicholas st, Bristol. Ward, Bristol 

Bellamy, Susannah Elizabeth, Gloucester st, Haggerston, Undertaker, 
May 26 at 3 Sion College, London Wail. East and Funston 

Benton, Mark, Leeds Builder. May 22 at 1 at officesof Bond and Bar- 
wick, Albion place, Leeds 

Bowling, Samue!, Hangingheaton, Dewsbury, York, Wool Dealer. 
May 26 at 3.30 at officesof Scholesfield, brunswick st, Batley 

Budd, William Lacy, Brighton, Sussex, Boot Maker. May 26 at 13 at 
offices of Black and Co, Ship st, Brighton 

Bulmer, Thomas, Bishop Auckland, Durham, Traveller. May 28 at 11 
at 30, Fore Bondgate, Bishop Auckland. Maw, jun 

Barnicle, Joseph, Middlesborough, York, Joiner. May 26 at li at office 
of Dobson, Gos'ord st, Middlesborough 

Byrt, Frederick Valentine, Rye lane, Peckham, Tobacconist. May 28 at 
2 at offices of Langton, Walbrook House, Walbrook 

Cheeke, James, Neath, Glamorgan, Fruiterer. May 26 at 1 at offices of 
Brittan and Sons, Albion chambers, Bristol 

Clark, John. East Acklam, York, Farmer, May 28 at 12 at Abbott’s 
Railway Hotel, Tanner row, York. Mann and Son, York 

Clarke, Joseph, Leicester, Shoe Factor, May 29 at 2 at offices of Fowler 
and Smith, Hotel st, Leicester 

Clegg, James, Kishton, Lancashire, Tea Dealer. May 26 at 3 at offices 
of Wheeler and Co, Holme st, Blackburn 

Clews, Caroline, Gainsborouzn, Lincoln, Schoolmistress. Jane 3at4 
at offices of Bladon, Gainsborough 

Clifton, Ann, Halton, York, Shopkeeper. May 23 at 11 at offices of 
Middlewood, Queen st, Leeds ; 

Collins, James, Huggin lane, Wood st, Cheapside, Tailor. May 26 at 2 
at offices of Scarlett, King Edward st, Newgate st. Pres on, King 
Edward st 

Day, John, sen, Danebury, Southampton, Trainer of Race Horses, 
May 24 at 1 atthe Star and Garter Hotel, High st, Andover. Day, 
Hemel, Hempstead 

Dickinson, Benjamin, Jermyn st, Haymarket, Tailor, May 22 at 3 at 
offices of Wiliis, St Martin’s court, Leicester square 

Diver, Thomas Owen, Woolpit, Suffolk, General shop Keeper. May 22 
at 3 at 6, lower st, Ipswich. Smith 

Eames, Thomas Knight, Sittingbourne, Kent, Grocer’s Assistant. May 
27 at 12 at offices of Brook and Chapman, Walb:ook. Gibson, 
Sittingbourne 

Forrest, James, Chorley, Lancashire, Pork Dealer. May 26 at 11 at 
offices of Morris, Townhall chambers, Chorley 

Funkenszein, Samuel, Great Queen st, Glass Dealer. May 28 at 2 at the 
Law Institution, Chancery lanc. Foster, King’s rd, Gray’s inn 

Gibson, John,May Bank, Wolstanton, Stafford, Blacksmith. May 22 at 

11 at offices of Litchfield, Bagnal st, Newcastle-under-Lyme 

Giles, William, East Dereham, Norfolk, Corn Merchant. May 24 at 12 
at offices of Emerson and Sparrow, Rampant Horse st, Norwich 

Glover, Henry, Birmingham, Boot Maker. May 22 at 3 at offices of 
Walter, Waterloo st, Biirmingham : 

Goyer, Richard, Old Jewry chambers, Architect. May 23 at 2 at office 
of Norton, King st, Cheapside 

Greenhaigh, Walter, Accrington, Lancashire, Colliery Proprietor, May 
27 at 2.30 at the White Bull Hotel, Church st, Blackbarn. Hartley, 
Burnle 

Hale, Charles, East rd, City rd, Livery Stable Keeper. May 23 at 2 at 
offices of Barnett, New Broad st 

Hammertley, Join, Hanley, Stafford, Pawnbroker. May 21 at 3 at 
offices of Tennant, Cheapside, Hanley 

Heath, Robert, Angmering, Sussex, Grocer. May 27 at 2 at offices of 
Lamb, Ship et, Bnghton 

Herz, John, Church st, Battersea, Baker, May 29 at 11 at offices of 
Russel, Walbrook 

Isaacs, Joshua, Middlesex st, Whitechape!, Butcher. June 4. at 4 at 
offices of Beard, Basinghall st : 

Isaacs, Simon, White at, Cutler st, Hounsditch, Skinner. May 22 at 3 at 
offices of Lewis, Hatton garden 

Johnson, Frederick, St George’s st East, Outfitter. May 29 at 3 at office 
of Wood and Hare, Basinghall st 

Johnson, George, Holywell st. Strand, Carver. June 6 at 2at 48, Holy- 
well st. Guscotte and Co, Essex st, Strand é 

Lancaster, John, Whitefield, near Bury, Lancashire, Ironmonger. May 
29 at 3 at offices of Slater and Poole, Norfolk st, Mauchester 

Langham, Henry, Manchester, Auctioneer. May 28 at 3 at the Com- 
mercial Hotel, Brown st, Manchester. Jackson, Manchester 

Legg, Thomas, Radford, Nottingham, Boot Manufacturer. June 4 at 12 
at cffices of Wood, Weekday cross, Nottingham 

Leigh, Jchn, Macclesfield, Cheshire, Joiner. May 26 at 3 at offices of 
Higgingbotham and Barclay, Exchange st, Macclesfield 

Liebermann, Paul, Mark lane, Merchant. May 26 at 3 at offices] of 
Mason, Gresham st 

Lloyd, David, and Thomas Shemwell, Manchester, Cattle Dealers. 
May 28 at 3 at offices of Storer. Fountain st, Manchester 

Long, John, Cross Hands Farm, Corse, Gloucester,Farmer, May 24 at 
10 at offices of Taynton and Son, Ashmead House, Gloucester 


hi RI h 
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Loveland, Edward, Albany st, Regent's Park, Butcher. May 26 at 2 at 
33, Gutter lane. Vanderpump, South square, Gray’s inn 

Lyons, Lewis Henry, and frederick Michell, Crown builnings, Queen 
Victoria st, Warehouseman. June 3 at 3 at 99, Cheapside. Lewis 
and Lewis, Ely place, Holborn 

Marks,{Abrabam,;and Henry Marks, Houndsditch, Clothiers. May 22 at 
2at offices of Barnett, New Broad st 

Matthews, Samuel, Rochdale, L hire, Painter. May 28 at 3 at 
offices of Sampson, St James’s chambers, Sout h Kinn st, Manchester 

McFadyen, James Frederick, Park rd, Knightsbridge, Theatrical 
Manager. May 30 at | at offices of Tillyard, Serjeant’s inn, Chancery 


lane 
Medland, Jane . Brick hilll lane, Upper Thames st, Chemist. May 26 
at 3 at offices of Sudbury and Co., Cheapside. De Jersey and 
Micklem, Gresham st West 
Moore, Albert, Southover, Somerset, Beer house Keeper. May 22 at 12 
at offices of Clifton, Corn st. Bristol 
Moore, Eiward, Manchester, Russian Mat Dealer. 
of Dewhurst, Victoria st, Manchester 
Moseley, James, Lisscard, Chester, Draper. May 26 at 3 at offices of 
Pouton, Vernon, chambers Vernon st, Liverpool 
Moseley, Joseph, Samuel Moseley, and Thomas Moseley, Stockport, 
Cheshire, Boot Manufacturers. May 28 at 2 at offices of Brown, Bank 
chambers, Market place, Stockport 
Norman, Joseph, Ibstock, Leicester, Innkeeper. May 27 at 2 at offices 
of Fowler and Smith, Hotel st, Leicester 
Oppert, Emelias Daniel, and Gustavus Gerson Josephson, Great Win- 
chester st buildings, Merchants. May 26 at 2 at offices of Barnard 
and Co, Lothbury. Ashurst and Co, Old Jewry 
Parker, Jeremiah, Holbeck, Leeis, Grocer. May 26 at 3 at offices of 
Dalton, Albion st, Leeds 
Peck, Samuel Nathaniel, Newgate st, Provision Dealer. May 26 at 3 
at offices of Nicholls and Leatherdale, Old Jeway cha mbers. Piesse 
and Son, Old Jewry chambers 
Penman, Edward, Redruth, Cornwall, Innkeeper. May 26 at 12 at office 
of Carlyon and Paull, Quay st, Traro : 
Pickett, Henry, Lewes, Sussex, Harmonium Builder. May 31 at at 12 
at the Bear Hotel, Cliffe, Lewes. Goodman, Brighton 
Poole, George, Bristol, Dent st. May 23 at 2 at offices of Beckingham, 
Albion chambers, Broad st, Bristol 
Potter, Elizabeth, Haverfordwest, Stationer. May 26 at 11 at the Town- 
hall, arthen. Lioyd, Haverfordwest 
Ready, Richard, Wednesbury, Stafford, Pork Butcher, May 29 at 21 at 
Offices of Sheldon, Lower High st, Wednesbury 
Robertson, John, Albemarle st, Tailor. May 23 at 2 at office of Taylor, 
Old Burlington st 
Robinson, James Frederick, Huntingdon, Baker. May 25 at 11 ato ffice 
Maule and Button, Huntingdon 
Rose, James, New Church rd, Camberwell, Timber Dealer. May 26 at 
3 at the Gaildhall Coffee hduse, Gresham st, Silvester, Great Dover 
st, Newington 
Rushton, John, and James Unsworth, Macclesfield, Chester, Silk Man- 
ufacturers, May 23 at 2 at offices of Hand, Church side, Macclesfield 
Sager, James Gardner, East India avenue, Financial Agent. May 24 
at 10 at office ofof Langton, Walbrook House, Walbroo 
Sendell, Henry Charles, Euston, rd, Tailor. May 23 at 11 at offices of 
Downes, Fleet st : 
Sheldon, Frederick, Rochford, Worcaster, Farmer. May 26 at 3 at office 
of Parry, Bennett's hill, Birmingham 
Short, William Henry, Bristol, Grocer. May 23 at 11 at office of Hen- 
derson and Salmon, Broad st, Bristol 
Shufflebotham, Joseph, Newcastle-under-Lyme, Stafford, Boot Maker. 
May 22 at 2, at offices of Welch, Caroline st, Longton 
Smith, Edward, Francis Partridge, H.M’s. Ship Audacious, Hull, Lieut. 
= = ty at offices of Lumley and Lumley, Old Jewry chambers. 
yre, Hu 
Spencer, James, Everton, Liverpool, Book Keeper. May 28 at 2 at office 
of Forshaw and Hawking, Sweeting st, Liverpool 
“Se Leeds, Hosier, May 2) at 12 at offices of Whiteley, Albion 
st, 8 
Stephenson, Jabez, Barnsley, York, Draper. May 31 at 3 at offices of 
Freoman, Pitt st, Barnsley 
Stevens, William, Tuilerie st, Hackney rd, Grocer, May 20 at 12 at 
office of Daniel, Chancery lane 
Thomas, William, Birmingham, Retail Brewer. May 22 at 11 at offices 
of East, Colmor row, Birmingham 
‘Tomlinson, Edwin, Tue Brook, near Liverpool, Pastrycook. May 27 at 
8 at offices of Ivey, South John st, Liverpool. Hughes, Live 1 
Truman, George, sen, and George Trumam jun, Birmingham, Fire Iron 
Manufacturers. May 22 at 10 at offices of East, Colmore row, Bir- 
mingham 
Twigg. Thomas Haye, Edgbaston, Birmingham, Clerk. May 24 at 11 
at offices of East, Colmore row, Birmingham 
Walkley, James, Falcon rd, Battersea, Undertaker. May 28 at 11 at 
offices of Morris, Leicester square 
Wastell, Daniel, and Richard Wright, Spicer st, Brick lane, Spitalfields 
Skein Silk Dyer, May 29 at 1 at offices of Barnard, White Lion st, 
Norton Folgate 
‘Whitaker, Edward Penson, Everton , Burley, Liverpool, Assistant. May 
28 at 3 at offices of Terry and Robinson, Market st, Bradford 
Williams, John, Birmingham, Provision Dealer. May 24 at 10 at offices 
of East, Colmore row, Birmingham 
Williams, William, Newport, Monmouth, Colliery Proprietor, May 26 
& lat reales Barnard and Co, Albion chambers, Bristol. Gibbs, 
ewpor 
‘Wishart, Basil Douglas, Liverpool, Fishmonger. May 26 at 11 at office 
of Miller and Co, Harrington st, Liverpool 


= — 


AW.—SUPPLEMENTARY CLERK in the 
SOLIC1TOR’S OFFICE of the TREASURY.—An OPEN COM- 
PETITION for ONE SITUATION will be held in London, on FRIDAY, 
23rd MAY. Candidates will be eligible who are between 18 and 30 years 
of age, who have had the technical training and who are now, 
or who have within two years been serving as Clerks (not articled)in a 
Solicitor’s Office.—Applications for the necessary forms should be made 
pe! md to the Secretary, Civil Service Commission, Cannon-row, West- 





May 23 at 3 at office 











Dividend and Bonus for the year 1872, £1 7s, 6d. psr Share, equal to 
23 per cent. per annum on the paid-up capital. SUBSCRIPTION for 


25,000 SHARES of 
HE NEWCASTLE CHEMICAL WORKS 
COMPANY (Limited). 
(Late C. ALLHUSEN & SON, Limited). 
NOTICE is hereby given, that the SUBSCRIPTION LISTS of the above 
will be CLOSED. THIS DAY, SATURDAY, the 17th instant, for Lon- 
don, and on MONDAY, the 19th instant, at twelve o’clock, for Country 


Applications. 
SHORTER & KING. 
26, Birchin Lane, Lombard Street, E.C., 
London, 17th May, 1873. 


— SOLICITORS and PROFESSIONAL 

GENTLEMEN.—OLD JEWRY.—To be Let a fine suite of offices, 
consisting of five rooms, large cellarage for storing papers, and two 
lavatories, and W.C. Rent moderate. Mr. Hensge H. Montaau, 
Auctioneer and Surveyor, 60, Cornhill, EC. 


AW FIRE INSURANCE SOCIETY, 114, 
Chancery lane.—NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN, that the 
ANNUAL GENERAL MEETING of the Shareholders of the Law Fire 
Insurance Society will be held at the Society’s Office, Chancery-lane, on 
Tugspay, the 20th day of May instant, to elect six Directors in the 
room of the like number of Directors who go out by rotation, and who 
are re-eligible ; and also to elect three Auditors in the room of the like 
number of Auditors who go out by rotation, and who are re-ellgible ; 
and for general purposes. 

And that an extraordinary General Meeting of the Shareholders will 
likewise be held at the place aforesaid, for the election of two Directors 
in the room of George Marten, Esq., and Sir William John 
Alexander, Bart., deceased; also for the election of an Auditor in the 
room of Henry Thomas Young, Esq., who has resigned. The b 
of the said extraordinary general meeting to take place immediately 
after the termination of the business of the annual general meeting. 

The chair will be taken at one o’clock precisely, The accounts of the 
Society, with the auditors’ report thereon, may be inspected by the 
shareholders at the office of the Society for 14 days previously to the 
annual meeting, and during one month thereafter. 

The Directors going out by rotation are—The Hon. Sir George Rose, 
James Beaumont, Esq., George U. Robins, Esq., Thomas William 
Budd, Esq , Sir Charles R. Turner, Edward Leigh Pemberton, Esq., all 
of whom offer themselves for re-election. : 

The Auditors retiring are—John Moxon Clabon, Esq., William 
Tanner Neve, Esq , Edward Francis Brigg, Esq., who offer themselves 
for re-election, and Henry Thomas Young, Esq. 

The candidates for the vacant Directorships are Charles Freshfield, 
Henry Salusbury Milman, Edward Walmis'ey, and Henry Thomas 
Young, Esqrs., Octavius Lefe, Henry Skynner and Joseph Muskett 
Yetts, Esqrs., are also candidates for the Vacant Aud itorship. 

GEORGE WILLIAM BELL, Secretary. 


| ata LIFE ASSURANCE COMPANY 
(Established A.D. 1806), 


15, NEW BRIDGE STREET, BLACKFRIARS, LONDON, E.C. 


GOVERNMENT PENSIONS. 

Tue Rock Lire Assurance Company are prepared to purchase 
Government Pensions (cf fixed amount and permanent character) on 
favourable terms, to be ascertained at the office, upon the principle of 
paying a portion of the purchase money in cash, and the remainder by 
an equivalent fully paid-up policy, which will participate in 
reversionary bonuses of the Company. 

NINTH DIVISION OF PROFITS. 

The next division of profits will be made in the year 1875. Assurances 
effected during the current year will participate therein, and will 
secure one year’s additional bonus at all future divisions above 
Assurances taken out after that date. 

ASSURANCE OF 1875 BONUS. ; 

This bonus may be assured without immediate outlay, the premium 
remaining unpaid till the bonus is declared at 4 per cent. compound 
interest, when the assured may either pay the premium or surrender an 
equivalent amount of the bonus. 

PROFITS DIVIDED 1868, £532,369. 
H. W. PORTER, Actuary. 

















THE NEW BANKRUPTCY COURT 
Is only a few minutes’ walk from 
ARR’S, 2 6 5, STRAND.— 
Dinnz2rs (from the joint) vegetables, &c., 1s. 6d., or with Soup 
or Fish, 2s, and 2s.6d. “IfI desire a substantial dinner yeep 
with the agreeable accompaniment of light wine, both cheap 
od, I know only of one house, and that is in the Strand, close to Danes 
i. There you may wash down the roast beef of old England with 
excellent Burgundy, at two shillings a bottle, or you may be supplied 
with half a bottle for a shilling.”—All the Year Round, June, 18, 1864, 
page 440, 
The new Hall lately added is one of the handsomest dining-rooms in 
London. Dinners (from the joint) , vegetables, &c., Is. 6d, 


DEATH OF BARON LIEBIG. 


ESPECTFUL NOTICE is given by LIEBIG’S 
EXTRACT OF MEAT COMPANY (Limi.ed) that the Guarantee 

Certificate of Genuineness of Quality, signed hitherto by Baron Liebig 
and Professor Max von Pettenkofer, will in future, in accordance with 
Baron Liebig’s own directions made many years age, be signed by his 
Colleague Frofessor Max von Pettenkofer, the eminent Chymist, and 
Hermann von Liebig, son of Baron Liebig, who has been acting as b 
special assistant in the Analysis of the Company’s Extract. Thus the 
excellence of the well- standard qualisy of Liebig Company 
Extract of Meat will continue absolutely unaltered. 
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RUSSELL’S MERCANTILE AGENCY, SECOND EDITION. 
Just published, in demy 8vo, price 14s, cloth. 
A TREATISE on MERCANTILE AGENCY. By 
Joun A. Roussstt, Esq., LL.B., one of Her Majesty’s Counsel, 
and a Judgo of County Courts. 
London: H. Sweet, 3, Chancery-lane ; Stevens & Sons, 119, Chancery- 
lane, Law Booksellers and Publishers. 





WRIGHT ON THE LAW OF ee 
Just published, 8vo, 4s. c! 
HE LAW OF CRIMINAL. CONSPIRACIES 
AND AGREEMENTS. By R. S. Watont, of the Inner Tempfe, 
Barrister-at-Law, Fellow of Oriel Coll., Oxford. 
London: Butresworrne, 7, Fleet-street, Her Majesty’s Law Publishers. 





N ready, 
CRACROFT’S INVESTMENT TRACTS. 
y ee RAILWAYS as INVESTMENTS. 
By Ropyat GIFFEN. 
London: Epwarp SranrorpD, Charing-cross. 





In the Press, and will be published on the 15th March, price 2s. 6d., 
HE WARNING to BUILDING SOCIETIES 


Conveyed by recent Legal Decisions, and the Nature of the 
Legislation required ; with an Alphabetical Guide to the Recent Law 
Cases. By AgTHUR ScratcHLry, M.A., one of the Actuaries autho- 
rised (1846) to certify Benefit Societies ; formerly Fellow and Sadlerian 
Lecturer of Qneen’s College, Cambridge; aud of the Inner Temple, 
Barrister-at-Law. 

Layton’s, 150, Fleet-street, London. 





ready, in 8vo, price 5s. cloth 
N EPITOME of LEADING CONVEYANCING 

and EQUITY CASES; with some short notes thereon, for the 
use of Students. Chiefly intended as a guide to Tudor’s Leading cases 
in Conveyancing, and White & Tudor’s Leading Cases in Equity. By 
Joun InpERMAUR, solicitor, Author of “ An Epitome of Leading Com- 
mon Law Cases.”’ 

London: Stevens & Haynes, Bell-yard, Temple Bar. 


’ Price One Shilling. 
ETROPOLITAN RATING.—By Epwarp 
Rype, Authorfof “ Rating of Railways,” &c. For Solicitors,Sur- 
veyors, and Ratepayers generally. 
Lock woop & Co., 7, Stationers’ Hall-court, E.C. 











Just published, in imitation law calf, price 7s. 6d. 
HE LAW OF LOANS AND PLEDGES, 
including the Factors’ Acts, the Pawnbrokers’ Consolidated and 
other Statutes, anda Digest of Cases,&c. &. By H.C. Forkarp, Esq., 
of Lincoln’s-inn, Barrister-at-Law. 
London : Lockwoop & Co., 7, Stationers’ Hall-court, E.C, 





New Edition of 
BRANDT’S “GAMES, GAMING AND GAMESTEKS’ LAW.” 
*,* Dedicated, by permission, to the Marquis of Westminster. 
This day is published, in 1 Vol., price 6s. cloth. 


NAMES, GAMING and GAMESTERS’ LAW. 
By Freperick Branpt, of the Inner Temple, Barrister at-Law. 
(Author of ‘‘ Tabet,” “ Fur and Feathers,” ‘‘ Frank Marland,” &c, &c ) 
2nd edition. ‘ 
London: H, Sweet, 3, Chancery-lane. 


THE THIRD ANNUAL SUPPLEMENT to the LARGE COMMON 
LAW DIGEST, in 5 Vols., by FISHER. 
This day is published, in Royal 8vo, price 16s. boards, 


DIGEST of the REPORTED DECISIONS of 
all the COURTS, including the Irish; with a Collection of Cases 
overruled and impeached, and references to the Statutes, Rules and 
Orders of Court, from Hilary Term 1872, to Hilary Term 1873. By R. 
A. Fisuer, Esq., of the Middle Temple, Barrister-at-Law. 
London: H. Swret, 3,Chancery-lane, Law Bookseller and Publisher. 








Now ready, price 7s. 6d., cloth boards. 
ANKRUPTCY LAW, 1869, in Index FORM 


for Ready Reference, comprising the text of the Acts and Rules, 
with the Forms and decided Cases to Christmas, 1872, 
** The idea is a good one, and appears to have been well carried out. 
It notices the decision with some care.’’— Law Times. 
“ This serviceable little volume i« likely to bein request. The idea 
being clearly a capital oné, the execution appears satisfactory.’’—Law 


“The design is a useful one.”—Solicitors’ Journal. 
London; Witt14m Amer, Law Bookseller, Lincoln’s-inn-gate, W.C. 


THIS DAY (Saturday, May 17), is published, a 
SUPPLEMENT TO THE ECONOMIST, 
CONTAINING THE 
BEPORTS OF THE JOINT-STOCK BANKS 
OF THE 
UNITED KINGDOM. 

Similar to that published on the 19th of October, 1872. 

The price of the ECONOMIST of May 17 will be Is. 4d. ; by post Is. 44d. 
OFFICE, 340, STRAND, W.C. 


The Companies Acts, 1862 & 1867. 


Every requisite under the above Acts” supplied on the shortest notice. 

The BOOKS AND FORMS kept in stock ‘fer immediate use. 
MEMORANDA and ARTICLES OF ASSOCIATION speedily printed 
in the proper form for registration and distribution. SHAKE CER- 
TIFICATES, DEBENTURES, &c., engraved and printed. OFFICIAL 
SEALS designed and executed. No charge for sketches. Com- 
panies Fee Stamps. Railway Kegistration Forms, 








Solicitors’ Account Books. 


ASH & FLINT, 


S:ationers, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, &c., 49, Fleet- 
street, London, E.C. (corner of Serjeants’-inn). 





Third Edition, 
RACROFT’S INVESTORS’ and SOLICITORS’ 


J MEMORANDUM BOOK of PURCHASES and SALES, with 
CALCULATIONS Adapted tc Every Investment. An additional por- 
tion especially adapted for the Legal Profession,containing Forms of 
Entry for Freehold and Copyhold Property ; Leasehold, Let and Held ; 
Mortgages, Held and Effected ; Insurances ; Bills and Promissory 
Notes ; Moneys Advanced or Borrowed. 

“*The object of this Memorandum Book is to enable every Investor to 
keep a systematic Record, producible in a Court of Law, of every in- 
vestment transaction entered into, No such record was in existence 
previous to the first edition.’’ 


Second Edition, 
RACROFT'S ‘‘ CONSOLS CHART,” showing the 


J Highest and Lowest Prices of Three per Cent. Consols each year 
from the French Revolution of 1789 to the Present Time, with the 
Growth and Decline cf the National Funded Debt of Great Britain; 
the Yearly Average of the Bank Rate of Discount, and Tabulated Stato- 
ment of the Principal Events Affecting the Prices of Stocks. 

“Diagrams are sometimes not very simple, but the present one is 
clearness itself—is an interesting commentary on English history for 
the period in question.”—Economist, 


Price 2s.; or, mounted on roller, 3s. 6d. 


London: Epwarp Stanrorp, Charing-cross. 
BEXNARD CRACROFT, Stock and Share Broker, 5, Austt:-friars, E.C 





LONDON GAZETTE (published by authority) and LONDON and * 
COUNTRY ADVERTISEMENT OFFICE. 
No. 117, CHANCERY LANE, FLEET STREET. 


ENRY GREEN, Advertisement Agent, begs to 

direct the attention of the Legal Profession to the advantages 

of his long experience of upwards of twenty-five years, in the special in- 

sertion of all pro forma notices, &c., and hereby solicits their continued 

support.—N.B. One copy of advertisement only required, and the strictest 

care and promptitude assured. Officially stamped forms for advertise- 
went and file of ‘‘ London Gazette” kept, By appointment. 


ib bate AGRA BANK (LIMI TED) 
Estalished in 1833,—Capital, £1,000,000, 
HEAD OFFICE—NICHOLAS-LANE, LOMBARD-STREBT, LONDON. 
Baancues in Edinburgh, Calcutta, Bombay, Madras, Kurrachee, Agra 
hore, ShanPhai, Hong Kong. * 

Current Accounts are kept at the Head Office on the terms cus- 
tomary with London bankers, and interest allowed when the credit 
balance doesnot fall below £100. 

Deposits received for fixed periods on the following terms, viz.:— 

At 5 percent, per annum, subject to 12 months’ notice of withdrawal 
For shorter periods deposits will be received on terms to be agreed upon 

Bitts issued at the current exchange of the day on any of the Branches 
of the Bank free of extra charge; and approved bills purchased or sent 
for collection, 

Sates awp Purcwases effected in British and foreign securities, in 
East India Stock and loans, and the safe custody of the same undertaken 

Int drawn, and army, navy, and civil pay and pensions realised. 








In One Volume, post 8vo, pp. 302, price 10s. 6d. 


PROFITABLE BOOK UPON DOMESTIC 
LAW; Essays for English Women and Law Students. By 
Perkins, Junior, M.A., Barrister-at-Law. 
* Clearly and cleverly written.”—Law Magazine. 
“The book is one which Law Students may well find usefal.”— 
Saturday Review. 
“‘ The most capital introduction to the Study of Law that we have 
ever seen. "Manchester Courier. 
“ Rendering even a dry subject interesting and amusing.”—Morning 


‘ost. 
“ Many of its pages will afford as much amusement as may be 
derived from many a clever novel.”—Bell’s Weekly Messsenger. 
London : Loxemans, Gazzn & Co., Paternoster Row, 





’ Every other description of banking business and monoy agency 
British and Indian, transacted. 
J. THOMSON, Chairman. 


OYAL POLYTECHNIC, 309, Regent street.— 

Mr. George Buckland’s New Fairy Entertainment, The Enchante¢ 

Glen ; er, the Coals, the Cake, and the Consequences. Written by Dr. 

Croft. Vocal Illustrations by Mr. George ‘Buckland, assisted by Miss 

Josephine Pulham, Miss Tinney and Mise I = Bartlett.—Spring Buds ; 

a Lecture for the time of year, by Mr. J. L. King.—How toget to 

Vienna; a Descriptive L eeay “n by Mr. B. Malden.—New Feats of 

Legerdemain, by the African Conjuror, Osman. Professor 

Gardner's Lecture on Fael; what Iwai we burn?—Many other enter+ 
tainments, Admission is. Open twice daily, 12 to 5, and 7 to 10, 














